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over for an indefinite time. ; 
| generally has been obtained from the judge, the parties ought, 
within a reasonable time, to restore the petition to the list in 
_ order that it may be disposed of either in the one way or the other. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


CaLamiITies seldom come alone, and in addition to the retire- 
ment of three of its most efficient members, the Incorporated 
Law Society have to deplore the resignation of their treasurer, 
though he fortunately remains a member of the Council. No 
member needs to be told of Mr. PznnineTon’s untiring zeal in 
the management and control of the finances of the society during 
the last twenty years, or of his complete mastery of all the details of 
thecomplicated accounts, or of his amazing record of attendances 
at meetings of the Council and of committees. Our regret is that 
the subscriptions to the testimonial which was presented to him 
last week were restricted to members of the Council; there are 
not a few among the members of the society who would have 
rejoiced to be able to testify in this way their sense of gratitude 
to a man who has for twenty years devoted a great part of his 
time and energy not only to the work of placing the financial 
position of the society on a sound and satisfactory basis, but 
also to the transaction of the general business of the Council. 





THE ANSWER to the question put to the First Lord of the 
Treasury on the 2nd inst. by Mr. Buroner, K.C., M.P., with 
reference to an independent inquiry into the working in London 
of the system of compulsory registration of title, was given on 
the 4th inst., to the effect that “The Lord Chancellor, after 
carefully considering the matter, has come to the conclusion 
that no useful purpose will be served by an independent inquiry 
into the working in London during the past three years of the 
system of compulsory registration of title to land under the 
Land Transfer Act, 1897.” Somewhat irrelevantly, a promise 
was given that the Government will give full effect to the 
section which provides for consulting the county councils; and 
those authorities were assured that the Act, both in spirit and 
in letter, will be carefully administered by the Goverament. 
What Mr. Burouzr referred to was the necessity for full infor- 
mation, by means of an independent inquiry, for the guidance 
of county councils in deciding whether to apply for an extension 
of the system to their districts; but no notice is taken of this 
reasonable suggestion. We are informed that Mr. Burcner’s 
question was altered by the clerk at the table of the House, and 
did not represent his full meaning. 





On Tuxspay ast, Mr. Justice Buckixy, sitting to hear com- 
pany cases, took occasion to make the following remarks : “Tn 
to-day’s cause list there will be found a list of forty-eight 
petitions (of which all but two or three are winding-up 

etitions), which, at various dates from January, 1893, to 

ecember, 1901, have been ordered to stand over generally, 
and which the parties have never since restored to the paper for 
the purpose of being =< of. I have, with the con- 
currence of VauGHAN mums, LJ., and Wnricnt, J., 
given directions that these petitions be put into the 
paper to be disposed of. For obvious reasons it is not 
right that a winding-up petition should be allowed to stand 
Where an order to stand over 
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large majority of the cases, no doubt, the matter of the petition 
has long since ceased to be of any importance, and no order will 
be asked for. There is no occasion for any expense to be incurred 
unless some persons entitled to appear desire to ask for some 
order on the petition. If, when the petition is called on, no one 
appears, I shall simply dismiss it. If any parties appear, it will 
be my duty to deal with the case according to the rights of the 
sg as established before the court. Written communication 

, by my direction, been made to all the solicitors engaged in 
these petitions so far as their names are known in the office.” 
We give eleewhere a list, in alphabetical order, of the petitions 
referred to by the learned judge. They will be in the list on 
the 17th inst. to be disposed of. 





Ar THE recent quarter sessions for Wiltshire the court 
decided, on the appeal of a licence-holder, that a court of petty 


sessions has no power to order a licence to be indorsed with a. 


conviction for an offence against the Intoxicating Liquors (Sale 
to Children) Act, 1901. This decision, it is submitted, is not 
correct, though the point is by no means clear. The Licensing 
Act, 1872, défines a large number of offences. In respect of 
some of these a licence may be indorsed, but not so as to others. 
Then we have section 13 of the Licensing Act, 1874, which 
provides that “where any licensed person is convicted 
of any offence against the principal Act which by 
such Act was to have been, or might have been, 
indorsed upon the licence, or of any offence against this 
this Act,” the court may order the conviction for such offence to 
be recorded on the licence. It will be noticed that this 
provision applies to certain only of the offences mentioned in the 
Act of 1872, but to all offences under the Act of 1874. Now 
section 4 of the Act of 1901 provides that, ‘‘for the purposes of 
all iegal proceedings under this Act, this Act shall be construed 
as one with the Licensing Acts, 1872-1874.” If it was only to 
be construed as one with the Act of 1872, then the decision of 
the Wiltshire justices would be correct, for there is no mention 
in the Act of 1901 of any indorsement of licences. But it is also 
to be construed as one with the Act of 1874; and, therefore, it 
is submitted, the offence of selling liquor to children 
contrary to the Act of 1901 is to be regarded for all purposes 
as if it were an offence under the Act of 1874. A conviction 
for any offence under the last mentioned Act may be recorded on 
the licence, therefore a conviction for selling to children may be 
recorded on the licence. 





Tue case of Re Buckwell § Berkeley, heard before Kzxewicu, J., 
last week, is one of some importance to solicitors. In a solicitor 
and client taxation the taxing-master had disallowed the sums 
paid into court on deposit upon application for discovery and 
interrogatories. The sums had been paid by the solicitors out 
of their own pocket, and were disallowed, not because 
it was not a proper case for discovery and interrogatories, 
but solely because the solicitors would (in the event which 
had happened) be able to obtain a return of the money 
by applying under R.8.C, ord. 35, r. 27. The bill was a heavy 
one, and if these items were disallowed, the effect would be 
that the amount taxed off was just over the one-sixth. The 
solicitors took out a summons to review, and Kexewicn, J., 
held that the items were wrongly disallowed, and that the 
reason was a bad one, and he sent the bill down for revision. 
The sole question was whether the sums paid were or 
were not disbursements, and the principle laid down as 
early as Re Remnant (1849, 11 Beav. 603) was affirmed 
—viz., that all payments made in pursuance of his professional 
duty by a solicitor and sanctioned by the established custom of 
the profession are Properly disbursements within the meaning 
of the Act of 1843. The criterion would seem to be, Did the 
solicitor make the payment as solicitor, or did he make it as 
agent? If the former, it is properly entered in the bill of | 
costs; if the latter, it should appear in a separate cash 
accuunt. An example of the latter class of payments 


is to be found in the recent case of Re Kingdon & 
Wilem (18 T. L. BR. 588), where the Court of Appeal 
decided that a payment for estate duty made by a solicitor acting 





37th section of the Act of 1843. In the present case it was 
strenuously urged, on behalf of the client, that these items 
were on an entirely different footing from such items ag 
(say) counsel’s fees, stamps on affidavits, and the like, which 
once paid were gone for ever, while these sums remained jp 
suspense, and, unless costs went against the party who had paid 
them, were returned in due course. The answer is that this 
principle of differentiation does not in fact touch the point 
at all. The solicitor in a case where discovery is necessary js 
as much bound to make these payments as he is to pay for the 
office copies of affidavits in the interest of his client, and, we 
think, would find himself in an unpleasant position in an action 
for negligence if he omitted to do so. . 





THE casE of Zicehurst v. Drummond, ‘tried before Mr. Justice 





Jztr on the 3rd of July, was an action by a tradesman against 
the members of the committee of an unincorporated society 
called “The Women’s Convalescent Home Association” for 
goods delivered to the society. The law as to the liability of » 
corporation, or the members of a partnership, for goods supplied 
for the use of the corporation or the partnership firm respectively 
has been settled by numerous decisions, but the members of an 
unincorporated society, such as a club or a charitable association, 
which has had dealings with tradesmen often find difficulty in 
ascertaining the extent of their liability. The question gener- 
ally arises in the case of a club. Goods, such as provisions, 
wine, and tobacco, are ordered from tradesmen by the secretary 
or steward, acting on behalf of the committee of the club, and 
are consumed by the members of the club on the club premises, 
The tradesmen cannot obtain payment of their accounts, and 
contend that all the members of the club ought to be personally 
liable, for the club has been carried on for their benefit and the 

goods have been supplied on the order of a committee elected 

by the members of the club. But if the origin and history of 

these societies is considered, it is clear that the subscribers do 

not authorize any employee to pledge their personal cradit. The 

authority is simply to incur liabilities as far as the fund formed 

by the subscriptions will go. The society is in fact to be worked 

on ready money principles. 1f, therefore, the committee incur 

liabilities to a greater amount than can be satisfied from the 

amount contributed, it is clear that the ordinary subscribers or 

members are not liable. But we have still to consider 

the liability of the members of the committes. 

Such a committee, for their own protection, might possibly deal 

with the principal tradesmen of the club upon the express 

terms that the amount due to them should be charged upon the 

income and assets of the club, but that ‘except as 

aforesaid” no officer or member of the club should incur 

any personal liability. But in practice this is never 

done. The goods are ordered and the tradesmen bring 

their action against the committee, contending that they 
are personally liable. In Zicehurst v. Drummond, the 
plaintiff had sent in his account to ‘‘ The Women’s Convalescent 
Home Association,” and the learned judge left to the jury the 
question whether the plaintiff supplied goods on the credit of 
the committee, whoever they might be, or relied on the funds of 
the association generally. The jury, when a question is put to 
them in this form, incline strongly in favour of the tradesman, 
but in the present case, after hearing the explanations of the 
defendants, they gave a verdict in their favour. But the risks 
of an action at law should in all cases, if possible, be avoided, 
and we are disposed to think that a notice limiting the liability 
of the committee would be a solution of the difficulty. 





An assicyaent of the whole of the property of a person against 
whom a receiving order is shortly afterwards made may, 4 
was held in Shears v. Goddard (44 W.R. 402¢ 1896, 1 Q. B. 406), 
be within the protection of section 49 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, notwithstanding that it is itself an act of bankruptcy; 
but such a transaction will, of course, be closely 


serutinized, and in the recent case of Re Jukes (1902, 
2 K. B. 58) Wricur, J., discovered reasons for ctinge 
Shears v. Goddard, and for holding the transaction inv 





for a client is not a “‘ disbursement” within the meaning of the 





— the trustee in bankruptcy. In Shears v. Goddard the 
plaintiff purchased for £300 the stock of a cab proprietor, 
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who on the same day absconded. Two days later he 
removed the cabs and horses to a repository, where they 
were sold. for £377. Subsequently a receiving order was 
made against the cab proprietor, grounded, in part, on the 
transfer of the stock. The plaintiff relied on the protection 
of section 49, alleging that the requirements of the section were 
complied with, inasmuch as the transfer had taken place 
before the date of the receiving order, and he had no notice of 
any available act of bankruptcy. It was argued that the section 
could not apply where the transaction impugned is itself the act 
of bankruptcy on which the receiving order is subse- 
quently made. But the Court of Appeal saw no reason for 
importing this limitation. The argument, said Lord Esuzr, M.R.., 
seeks to insert a whole clause—“ unless such dealing or 
transaction itself constitutes the act of bankruptcy”; but, 
he continued, the court had no right to add such words; 
the section was to be read as it stood. Accordingly the 
transaction was upheld. In Re Jukes also the transfer of 
a cab proprietor’s stock was in question, but there was 
the important difference that it was handed over, not 
to an independent purchaser, but to a creditor who was 
pressing for payment, and who was aware that there 
were other creditors, The arrangement was that the creditor 
who took over the stock should have it sold by public auction, 
should pay himself out of the proceeds, and should hand any 
surplus to the debtor. In fact there was no surplus. 
Wnicxut, J., held that under the circumstances the creditor 
could not be said to be acting in good faith, and on this 
ground he distinguished Shears v. Goddard, and refused him the 
protection of section 49. It would be hazardous to say that in 
any such transaction good faith is not a material element, but it 
is to be noticed that while the marginal note to section 49 speaks 
of bond fide transactions, the words ‘‘in good faith,” which 
occurred in the corresponding sections of the Act of 1869, are 
omitted. Assuming, however, good faith to be necessary, the 
reason of Wricut, J.’s, decision is clear. ‘I cannot,” he said, 
“help thinking that if a creditor of a debtor takes the whole, 
or substantially the whole, of the property of his debtor in pay- 
ment of a past debt, and knowing that there other creditors, he 
cannot be said to be acting in good faith.” 


Tux rEPoRT of the Lords’ Commission on Betting is a document 
of considerable interest and importance ; and if legislation follows 
on the lines recommended, a great deal of the existing difficulty 
in dealing with betting and gaming will beremoved. Since the 
Kempton Park decision by the House of Lords much un- 
certainty has existed as to the extent to which the Betting Act 
of 1858 applies, and many decisions of the High Court have 
been rendered of little or no value. It is proposed to enact 
clearly that betting is illegal in any place of public resort, or on 
any licensed premises; and to define the famous word 
“place,” as used in the Act of 1853, with such precision 
as will avoid the present uncertainty. Betting in the 
streets is at present very hard to deal with satisfactorily. 
The Vagrant Act gives little help against the bookmaker, as he 
does not use any cards, dice, or other instruments for gaming. 
It is common, therefore, to deal with bookmakers for “ obstruc- 
tion” when they are found plying their trade in the streets. This 
is by no means satisfactory, as the obstruction is seldom 
substantial, and this mode of procedure is forcing the law to 
cover an act which it was never meant to cover and which is not 
unlawful. Betting in the streets is capable of being dealt 
with in many places under local Acts and under bye-laws ; 
but the penalties which can be inflicted are usually so 
small that bookmakers can sometimes afford to defy the 
law, pay up the maximum penalty whenever summonsed, 
and still make a handsome profit. This state of things 
it is proposed to stop by a general enactment making persons 
gg in the streets liable to heavy pecuniary penalties, and 
on a third or subsequent conviction to imprisonment without 


the option of a fine. It is further proposed to allow bookmakers 
to practice their calling on racecourses and other grounds where 
sports or athletic contests are carried on, but only within rings 
or enclosures set aside for that purpose by the managers of the 
If, however, the managers post a notice, 


races or sports. 


on the ground under their control that no betting is 
allowed, any bookmaker who makes a bet on the ground 
may be arrested summarily and punished with imprisonment. 





THE ADVISABILITY of licensing bookmakers is considered, but the 
proposal to create a licensed class is rejected for various reasons. 
One reason is stated to be that if bookmakers are licensed, it 
will be necessary to allow them to recover their bets at law. 
The necessity for this, however, is not quite apparent. It is not 
unlawful now for a bookmaker to carry on his business, and if 
the proposed legislation is accomplished he will be specifically 
recognized and allowed to work in certain defined enclosures. 
In spite of this recognition he will not be able to recover 
his bets, and if he were compelled to take out a licence, 
as a hawker does, we do not see why he should 
necessarily be given the right to recover bets at law. 
Special recommendations are made for the protection of the 
young. It is proposed that any person betting with boys or 
girls in a public street should be liable to imprisonment without 
the option of a fine for a first offence. Also, that the Betting 
and Loans (Infants) Act, 1892, should be extended so as to 
include the receiving of any money from an infant, even in 
respect of a ready-money bet. With regard to the various 
artifices for carrying on a gaming business in this country 
through an office in a foreign country, the law has 
been fairly clearly declared quite recently in the case of 
Lennox v. Stoddart and other cases in which the name of the same 
defendant appears. The Commission, however, wish the matter 
to be dealt with by express enactment, and no doubt there 
is much to be said for some specific legislation which would 
frustrate the fresh attempts to evade the old law which will no, 
doubt be made. It is also proposed to forbid the advertisements 
of racing ‘‘ tipsters,” either in newspapers or by means of 
circulars; and to forbid also the advertisement of forei 
betting houses or bookmakers. These are the chief neil, 
and it will be at once seen that they are of considerable 
importance. It may, however, be hoped that if legislation is 
attempted an Act will be passed consolidating, as well as 
amending, the law on the subject, and that the old Acts, with 
their ambiguities and defects, will finally disappear from the 
statute book. 





By vigTveE of section 54 of the Income Tax Act, 1853 (16 & 
17 Vict. c. 84), a person who has insured his life is “ entitled to 
deduct the amount of the annual premium paid by him for 
such insurance” from the amount of profits in respect of which 
he is liable to be assessed. The system under which, during the 
first few years of an insurance, the assured is allowed to pay 
only half the annual premium, the other half being 
treated as advanced to him by the life office, and as 
charged on the policy, raises an interesting question as to the 
operation of the above enactment which has been adjudicated 
upon by Pumimorz, J., in Hunter v. The King (ante, p. 618). 
The revenue authorities have, as might have been expected, 
taken the view that the half premium actually paid by the assured 
is, under such circumstances, ‘‘the annual premium paid by 
him” within the meaning of the section, and that it is only 
the amount of such half premium that he is entitled to deduct 
or the purposes of income tax. As a matter of law, however, 
it is perfectly clear that the assured pays the full premium to 
the life office, and that it is the full premium, therefore, for 
which he can claim deduction. The arrangement for leaving 
one half the premiums unpaid is simply an advance of that 
half by the society to the assured for the purpose of paying 
the amount to the office. It is exactly as if the society 
advanced the money by cheque to the assured, and then 
received from him a cheque the full amount. It is well 
settled that cross-payments of this kind can be made by way of 
set off without an actual interchange of cheques, and such set 
off operates as an actual payment on each side. In the t 
case, therefore, the assured must be treated as paying the full 

remiums to the life office, and, acting upon this view, 

HILLIMORE, J., held that he was entitled to exemption in 





respect of the full amount, 
. 
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A pxcrston of some importance with reference to the position 
of an equitable mortgagee who has taken an agreement for the 
execution of a legal mortgage was given by Byrnez, J., in 
Farmer v. Pitt (50 W. R. 453; 1902, 1 Ch. 954). The agree- 
ment, following the ordinary form, bound the mortgagor to 
execute on request a legal mortgage with such powers and pro- 
visions. and in such form as the mortgagee might require 
for further securing the mortgage debt. 
contended that under these words he was entitled to the in- 
sertion of aclause excluding section 17 of the Conveyancing 
Act, so that he would have the same right of consolidation as 
existed before the Conveyancing Act; and that consequently, 
although no legal mortgage had been in fact executed, yet in 
equity the right of consolidation was to be treated as existing. 
Byryg, J., held, however, that the right of consolidation was 
not in any way necessary for securing the mortgage debt in 
question, but that in effect the mortgagee was seeking to 
enlarge the subject-matter of his security. That he is not 
entitled to do this by virtue of an agreement for a legal mort- 
gage was decided by the Court of Appeal in Whitley v. Challis 
(40 W. R. 291; 1892, 1 Ch. 64). In that case it was 
sought to extend an equitable mortgage of a hotel, with an 
agreement for a legal mortgage, to the business carried on in 
the hotel so as to obtain the appointment of a manager ; but it 
was pointed out that the agreement was the measure of the 
mortgagee’s rights, and that the clause providing for a legal 
mortgage was only intended to give effect to the previous 
charge; it did not enlarge the subject-matter of the charge. 
Byrngz, J., applied this test to the question of consolidation, 
and since the effect of inserting a clause to exclude section 17 
would be to enlarge the security given by the equitable mort- 
gage, he held that the clause was inadmissible. In cases, there- 
fore, where an equitable mortgage is taken with an agreement 
for a legal mortgage, express provision must be made for 
obtaining the right of consolidation if this is regarded as 


important. 


In THE casE of The King v. The Judge of the Birmingham 
County Court, which came before the Divisional Court on the 
23rd of June, three persons had been sued in the county court 
on a joint and several promissory note for £7, of which they were 
the makers. Judgment was recovered against them jointly, and 
they were ordered to pay the amount in instalments of 10s. 6d. 
a month. In December, 1901, five of these instalments were 
in arrear and one judgment summons was issued against 
the three defendants. At the hearing it appeared that it 
had been only possible to serve this summons upon one 
of the defendants, and an order of committal was made 
against him for the whole amount in arrear, to be suspended on 
payment of 4s. a month. Shortly afterwards the address of 
another defendant was discovered, and the plaintiff applied for 
leave to issue a judgment summons against him, but this was 
refused by the registrar, and his refusal was affirmed by the 
judge, who held that the proceedings by way of committal were 
in the nature of a common law execution, and that a second 
execution could not issue until there had been a return of the 
first execution. This decision, so far as we can make out, was 
supported on the ground that no return could be made under 
the first execution until the first debtor had either paid the 
instalments due from him or had made default and had been 
arrested under the order of committal. The Divisional Court 
held, without any difficulty, that the analogy did not apply, and 
that the county court judge was wrong. In the absence of any 
express provision in the County Court Acts, there was nothing 
to prevent the plaintiff from making the application which was 


rejected. 








The General Council of the Bar, says the Times, has appointed a 
committee who are now considering the question of sttesegt the Long 
Vacation so that it may begin on the Ist of August in each year and end 
on the 12th of October inclusive, inst-ad of beginning ov the 12th of 
August and ending on the 24th of October as at present. When the re 
is ready, it will be submitted to the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chict 
Justice, and the Master of the Rolls. If the proposal is found to be 
practicable, the alteration will pay come into operation in August of 
mext year. It is understood the Inns of Court will support the proposed 
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PAYMENT OF BANKERS’ DRAFTS ON THEMSELVES 
UPON A FORGED INDORSEMENT. 


Tue recent decision of Bicuam, J., in Brown, Brough, § Oo, y, 
National Bank of India (ante, p. 617) deals with an important 
question with respect to the liability of a bank which pays 
draft on it by a branch upon a forged indorsement. The same 
oint arose recently in Gordon v. London, City, and Midland Bank 
(50 W. R. 276; 1902, 1 K. B. 242), class 3 of the instrument 
there in dispute being bankers’ drafts addressed to the 
defendants’ head office in London, signed by the manager of the 
Leamington branch as manager, requiring the head office to pay 
on demand on account of the branch a sum of money to the 
order of the plaintiff's firm. These drafts were stolen by a clerk 
in the plaintiff's employ, who indorsed on them the name of the 
plaintiff's firm, and then paid them into his own account at another 
branch of the defendant bank. In due course they were presented 
at the head office for payment and were paid upon the faith of 
the forged indorsement. Ordinarily, of course, a bank has to 
bear the risk that signatures upon instruments which come before 
it may be forgeries, and express provision to this effect is made 
by section 24 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882. Under that 
section a forged signature to a bill is declared to be wholly in- 
operative, ‘‘and no right to retain the bill, or to give a dis- 
charge therefor, or to enforce payment thereof against any 
party thereto, can be acquired through or under that signature, 
unless the party against whom it is sought to retain or enforce 
payment of the bill is precluded from setting up the authority.” 
But in favour of bankers an important relaxation of this 
rule is made by section 60, which excuses them in general 
from verifying the indorsement of a payee. ‘* When 
a bill,” so runs the section, ‘payable to order on demand 
is drawn on a _ banker, and the banker on whom it is 
drawn pays the bill in good faith and in the ordinary course 
of business, it is not incumbent on the banker to shew 
that the indorsement of the payee or any subsequent indorse- 
ment was made by or under the authority of the person whose 
indorsement it purports to be.” By virtue of section 73, which 
defines a cheque to be ‘‘a bill of exchange drawn on a banker 
payable on demand,” this provision is extended to cheques, 
and with regard to these perhaps it has its most important 
operation. 

In Gordon’s case reliance was placed by the bank on section 60 
as protecting them in respect of the payment upon a forged 
indorsement of drafts drawn by a branch office upon the head 
office, and Buckni11, J., who originally tried the case, held that 
that the section applied. In the Court of Appeal, however, 
his decision was reversed upon the ground that the branch and 
the head office were practically one. By section 3 (1) of 
the Act of 1882 a bill of exchange is defined to be ‘‘ an uncon- 
ditional order in writing addressed by one person to another, 
signed by the person giving it, requiring the person to whom it 
is addressed to pay on demand, or at a fixed or determinable 
future time, a sum certain in money to or to the order of a 
specified person, or to bearer.” It was held that drafts bys 
branch of a bank upon the head office were not ‘‘ addressed by 
one person to another,” and hence that in respect of them the 
bank was not entitled to the protection of the section. They 
were, as Srirtina, L.J., observed, really instraments addressed 
by a manager of a bank, as agent for the bank, to the bank 
itself, 

But the result, whether it is correct or not, deprives bankers 
of protection in an important class of cases—a class which in 
principle seems to deserve the protection just as much as the 
bills and cheques to which section 60 undoubtedly extends—and 
in Brown, Brough, § Oo. v. National Bank of India (supra) a0 
attempt has been made to take advantage of the earlier pro- 
vision of the Stamp Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 59). By 
section 19 of that Act it is provided that “‘any draft or order 
drawn upon a banker for a sum of money payable to order on 
demand which shall, when presented for payment, purport to be 
indorsed by the person to oe the same shall be drawn payable, 
shall be a sufficient authority to such banker to pay the amount 
of such draft or order to the bearer thereof.” It is stated in 
Chalmers on Bills of Exchange (4th ed., p. 337) that this section 
was not included in the obetals of enactments repealed by the 
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‘LVES int of 1882 because it was thought that it might apply to drafts 
or orders other than bills ; and it is suggested that, as far as it 
Co. ¥, tes to bills and cheques, it is impliedly repealed by section 24 
ortant of that Act. The present case seems to raise neatly the question 
ays a whether there can be a draft or order which does not fall within the 
> same ff Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, and with respect to which the Act 
1 Bank of 1853 is still operative. The latter Act, it is to be noticed, 
iments ‘vos no definition of “draft or order,” and Bicnam, J., con- 
0 the gdered that in ordinary commercial language the instrument 





then in question was a draft or order to pay money. The 






of th 

to a iostrument wasa Graft for £391 2s. 9d. drawn by the Madras 
0 the branch of the defendant bank upon their head office in London. 
. clerk It was payable on demand to the order of the plaintiffs in 






[ondon, and was remitted by a Madras firm to the plaintiffs ia 
Iondon in payment for goods supplied. The draft was stolen 





of the 










othe: 

onal wd the plaintiffs’ indorsement forged on it. In this state it 

ith of yas presented at the head office, where it was paid in good 

as to faith and in the ordinary course of business. 

efore As just stated, Bronam, J., observed that the draft, which in 
made elect was the same as those included in class 3 in Gordon’s case 
that (supra), was in ordinary commercial language a draft or order 





to pay money, and therefore primd facie it fell within section 19 
This being s0, it is not clear why the 
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dis- of the Stamp Act, 1853. 

any learned judge did not give effect to that section, and allow it to 
ture, operate in favour of the bank. The decision in Gordon’s case 
force that such a draft is not a bill of exchange or cheque is based 
ity.” upon the express definition that the instrument must be 
this addressed by one person to another. The Act of 1853 contains 
eral no such definition, and hence it would seem to be permissible to 
‘hen allow to “draft or order” its natural meaning. Apparently, 
land however, Bicuam, J., regarded Gordon’s case as binding him to 
t is hold generally that a ‘‘draft or order” in the legal sense must 
urse beaddressed by one person to another, and hence he decided 
hew that the defendant bank was not entitled to rely on the Act of 
180+ 1853, while, of course, so far as relates to the Bills of Exchange 
1080 Act, 1888, the case was covered by the decision of the Court of 
nich Appeal in Gordon’s case. 
ker lt is worthy of notice that the judgments in that case do not 
ues, sem to give any weight to section 5 (2) of the Act of 1882, 
ant which provides that ‘‘ where in a bill drawer and drawee are the 

same person the holder may treat the instrument, at 

60 his option, either as a bill of exchange or as @ promissory note.” 
zed Thus it is expressly contemplated that there may be a bill of 
sad exchange in which the drawer and the drawee are the same, 
hat and, but for Gordon’s case, Brana, J., would apparently have 
or held that, under the Act of 1882, a ‘‘bill” might be drawn by 
nd 4 person transacting business in one place upon himself 
of transacting business in another; and the learned judge’s own 
vn. opinion was that the defences, both under the Stamp Act of 
or, 1853, and under the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, were good. 
‘it For the present, however, Gordon’s case is to be treated as 
le excluding both statutory defences alike, and hence banks 

3 in paying drafts of their branches do so entirely at their 
rl own risk, 

by 






THE THIRTY-FIRST SECTION OF THE PATENTS, 
ETC., ACT, 1883. 


Tux thirty-first section of the Patents, &c., Act, 1883, has 
ogein come in question, and in rather an interesting manner. 
This section provides that ‘‘ In an action for infringement of a 
patent, the court or a judge may certify that the validity of 
the patent came in question; and if the court or a judge so 
certifies, then, in any subsequent action for infringement, the 
plaintiff in that action, on obtaining a final order or judgment 
in his favour, shall have his full costs, charges, and expenses as 
between solicitor and client, unless the court or judge trying the 
action certifies that he ought not to have the same.” The question 
arising under this section, which has recently been discussed, is 
whether a certificate can be granted under it in an action when the 
patent has been declared invalid in such action. ree 

The point arose in the case of the Acetylene Illuminating Co. v. 
United Alkali Co. (1902, 1 Oh. 505). There, the patent having 
been declared invalid, and the action having been Viamisse issed, the 
Plaintiffs applied for a certificate that the validity of the patent 
came in question in the action. Buoxuzy, J., refused to give a 
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certificate. He said: ‘‘ The meaning of section 31. seems to me 
quite Bigs If in an action for infringement the plaintiff 
succeeds, the court may certify that the validity of the patent 
has come in question, with the result that in any subsequent 
euccessful action for infringement the defendant has to pay 
solicitor and client costs. If the patent is held invalid in 
the first action, it cannot be unreasonable that a defendant 
in a second action should deny validity, and I fail to see on what 
principle it can be supposed that the Act moant him to pay in 
such case solicitor and client costs.” 

The attention of the learned judge had been called to a case 
of Haslam v. Hall(5 R. P.O. 1) in which, although the patent was 
declared invalid, a certificate was given by Srzruen, J., under the 
section. This certificate, it should be remarked, was a certificate 
in the ordinary form—viz., that the validity of the patent came 
in question in the action. With regard to this case Seana, J., 
said: “The learned judge must, I think, have granted the 
certificate, not because, or notwithstanding that, the patent was 
held to be invalid, but because it had been held valid to a certain 
extent—namely, except as regards the second claim,” and he 
then referred to the case of Badische Anilin und Soda Fabrik v. 
Société Chimique (14 R. P, C. 875), saying he had noticed that in 
that case the certificate granted in Haslam v. Hall was dealt 
with on that footing. In the Badische case the patent was 
declared invalid, but a certificate was granted under section 31 
by Wis, J., in the usual form—viz., that the validity of the 
patent came in question in the action, which in fact it did. 

That the learned judges in these two cases had jurisdiction to 
grant the certificates which they granted, is clear upon the words 
of the section, but whether they ought, in the exercise of the 
discretion which the section confers upon them, to have granted 
the certificates, is another matter. Tn our opinion a judge 
ought, in the exercise of his discretion, to refuse to give a 
certificate that the validity of the patent came into question in 
an action in which the patent Toe been declared invalid 
because of the consequences which follow the granting of such 
certificate. But if the inference to be drawn from the judgment 
of Buoxtey, J., referred to above is that the certificate ought 
only to be given to a successful plaintifi—i.¢., a plaintiff who 
recovers judgment in an action, then we venture to differ from the 
learned judge. That there is jurisdiction to give a certificate to 
a plaintiff whose action has failed is clear upon the words of the 
section, and certificates have been given (and, as we think, 
properly given) in several cases to plaintifis who have estab- 
lished the validity of their patents, and yet have had their 
actions dismissed because they failed to prove infringement. 

Where a patentee has obtained a certificate under the first 
portion of section 31, then, if successful in a subsequent action 
for infringement, he gets solicitor and client costs as a matter of 
course unless the judge in the subsequent action certifies under 
the closing words of the section “that he ought not to have the 
same.” The ting of this latter certificate is, of course, 
entirely in the discretion of the judge. But as the section is for 
the protection of patentees, it is obvious that such a certificate 
ought not to be given in the absence of special reasons—and we 
think very special reasons. Is the fact that the defendant in the 
subequent action does not dispute the validity of the patent, but 
only denies infringement, a special reason? On this there is a 
difference of judicial opinion. Byryz, J., thinks that it is not: 
see Welsbach Incandescent Gas Light Co. v. Daylight Incandescent 
Mantle Co, (16 R. P. OC. 353), Fanrwett, J. (following Cnartzs, 
J.), thinks that itis. In the latest case on the subject, Ziison 
Bell Phonograph Co. v. Waterfield, Clifford, § Co. (19 R. P. OC, 
829), Farwe.t, J., deprived the successful plaintiff of solicitor 
and client costs because ‘‘ the only issue was infringement or no 
infringement, and the validity of the patent did not come in 
question.” 








It is stated that the Lord Ohief Justice and Mr. Justice Bigham will 
leave England for South Africa in The Briton on the 9th of August. 


At the Sheffield Quarter Sessions on Wednesday, says the Daily Mai/, 
the Recorder, Judge Waddy, seatenced an old convict to three years’ 
penal servitude for pac way age Wd pick pockets. The prisoner: Beg 
pardon, Sir, but it’s only an a t. The Recorder: Yes, I know, 
that is the sentence. It was pointed out, however, that the court could 
not give penal servitude for an attempt to steal, and the Recorder altered 
the sentence to eighteen months’ hard labour. 
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THE COUNCIL OF THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY AND MR. RICHARD PENNINGTON. 


At the meeting of the Council of ‘the Incorporated Law Society, 
held on the 4th inst,, the President (the Right Hon. Sir H. Fowzr, 
G.C.S.1., M.P.) said: Before we read the minutes we have a 
preliminary function to discharge, and I now call upon Mr. ADDISON 
to _— that duty. : 

. ADDISON said: In offering to Mr. PENNINGTON the cup which 

is before us I wish to say a few words on behalf of the subscribers.— 
I may say on behalf of the Council, because every member of the 
Council has most gladly subscribed. We have chosen it not for its 
intrinsic worth, because the feelings which prompted our gift, and 
which we associate with it, can be measured by no such standard, 
but in the hope that in years to come it may recall to him, and may 
in some measure convey to those who come after him, the deep 
and esteem in which he is held by all of us, and which were 

felt towards him by many once with us but now no longer members 
of the Council. The inscription, in brief and restrained terms, says 
that the cup is ‘‘ presented to Mr. PENNINGTON by his friends of the 
Council of the In Law Society to record their high 
appreciation of his long and exceptional services to the Council and 
the society, and their own personal regard and esteem for their 
greatly valued colleague.” Itis not in this room, nor to those who 
now hear me, that I need enter into any detail of what those services 
have been, but I must make a brief reference to them. Mr. PENNING- 
TON was elected to the Council twenty-three years ago, and from that 
time to the present he has devoted himself to the work and duties of 
his office with a singleness and untiring energy of purpose which we 
have always fully recognized. From the first, and year by year, his 
attendances at meetings of the Council have been the highest or 
amongst the highest, while as regards meetings of committees each 
year, Mr. PENNINGTON’s attendence hes been more than double—in 
some years much more than double—that of any other member of 
the Council, He has taken part in every important work, and we 
have been accustomed to associate his name with almost every com- 
mittee. From the first he has given us the best of his time and 
his thought and his labour with an untiring and oer 
devotion which is beyond praise, and which bas laid the Council, 
the society, and the profession at large under a heavy and last- 
ing debt of gratitude. There is one branch of his services 
to which I must specially allude. I mean those in con- 
nection with the society’s finances. Mr. PENNINGTON was 
elected chairman of the Finance Committee twenty years ago, 
and it is not too much to say that from that time to the 
present there is no item of expenditure or receipt, or any detail of the 
society’s numerous and complicated accounts, which has not had his 
careful scrutiny, and on alJl questions of the appropriation of the 
funds, and all matters of principle in regard to them, we have 
always been accustomed to look to him for help and guidance. He 
took the position at a time when there had been disorganization and 
trouble in the society’s accounts, and now he has reduced them to a 
most perfect and harmonious system. Under his careful control we 
have paid off our large debt to the bank and created a considerable 
surplus; we have provided large sums for the rearrangement of the 
— of drainage of this building, for the installation of 
ic lighting, and for other purposes, and lastly, we 
have uow mede arrangements for the extension of the 
society’s building. In all these things the burden has fallen 
upon Mr, Prnnincton. Before him have come the plans, 
specifications, contracts, and the details of the works a the 
settlement of the accounts. Year by year also he has prepared 
and settled the accounts rendered to the judges, to the Inland 
Revenue and to the Treasury, and has answered all inquiries and 
objections that have from time to time been made, and in so doing 
he bas given complete satisfaction, not only to ourselves but to those 
with whom he has been brought into contact. And now when he 
feels, as we must all acknowledge, that the time has come when 
he must seek some relief from his labours, he leaves to his 
successor a task which is greatly lightened by the admirable 
order and system which he has introduced. I am sure you 
would not wish me to conclude without saying a word 
personal to our friend. Upright and honourable, he has at 
all times and in all places maintained and advocated the highest 
standard of pr.fessional conduct and honour, and has ever borne 
himeelf to us with a courtesy and consideration and a ready and 
kiodly helpfulness which have never failed. Weare not accustomed 
to the language of eulogy, nor to the presentation of testi- 
ials, but we think this is an unusual and quite exceptional 
occasion, on which we may gratify our own feelings and offer to Mr. 
——_ — that which, to a mind ag pe is the —— reward 
greatest encouragement—the full and unstinted expression 

of our appreciation of his admirable work and services amongst us, 
and of our own deep, and, I may say for many of us, our affectionate 
regard for himself personally, and may utter the sincere and fervent 


hops that vf happy years of an honourable and useful life, hops 
these halls and elsewhere, are yet before him. 

The PRESIDENT said: Gentlemen,—It is not necessary that I sh 
add anything to the admirable speech which Mr. ADDISON hag 
in which he has so fairly and gracefully pointed out the chara 
istics of Mr. PENNINGTON which this Council desires to honour on, 
occasion. Iendorse every word Mr. ADDISON has said with ref 
to Mr. PENNINGTON’s professional and personal character, ang 
relationships to this Council, not only as a hard-working membe 
the Council, but in one aspect which impressed me when I wag 
a member of the Council—namely, his carefal and complete grasp 
the financial position of the Council—and you may depend upg 
that in this Council, as elsewhere, policy depends a good dag 
finance—and with reference to the payment offof the mort 
putting the society in a position which I do not think it would hy 
if he had not devoted himself to the task with great ability uj 
assiduity. We recognize that he has upheld the standing of the pry 
sion, aud has never lost sight of the importance of the better edug 
of the candidates for admission to the profession. In all ¢ 
respects Mr. PENNINGTON has rendered great service, and [ 
officially on behalf of the Council to express their concurrence in ¥ 
ADDISON’s remarks, and to add thatthe Council hope Mr. Pex, 
TON will continue to serve the Council as far as he is able and to 9; 
them the benefit of his advice and example. 

Mr. PENNINGTON, in reply, said: Mr. PREsIDENT, Mr. Appigy 
and friends,—When the heart is full itis very difficult to speak, and 
will not occupy the Council many mioutes. With pleasure on 1 
occasions there is mingled a certain amount of sadness, and I thig 
on this occasion that remark truly applies. I enjoy at the pres! 
time the pleasure of having things said about me which of cours 
extremely gratifying to me—whether I deserve them or not is qui 

another question—and I have also the great pleasure of receiving! 
from those who have been good enough to offer it to me a very haut 
some and unexpected gift, which I do highly prize and whic 
hope the Council will accept my heartfelt thanks for, | 
cannot express— it is impossible for me to express in suitalk 
lauguage—my feelings. Reference has been made by Mr. AppIs0y, 
and by you, Sir, to the services that I have performed bm 
during the last twenty-three years, but more particularly is 
connection with the finances of this society during the lu 
twenty years. Twenty — ago, at the request of Sir Tou 
PAINE, who was our president at the time, I undertook the chairmm. 
ship of finance, in the absence of a gentleman who was then remove 
from us by illness. At any rate I may feel that what is happenig 
to-day is evidence that the Council think that I have done my day 
in that position to the best of my ability. I certainly have striven 
do so, and it has been one of the greatest satisfactions I have hi 
since I became a member of the Council that a debt of about £30,00), 
which existed at the time I became chairman of the Fina 
Committee, has disappeared—not from anything that I have dom, 
but simply through the efforts of the Council to rid the sooiely 
of a heavy liability, with such assistance as I have bu 
able to give them in matters of detail with which thy 
could not be expected to be acquainted. That debt has ds 
appeared, and at the present time we have a very satisfactory balane 
at our bankers and a sum of £7,000 on deposit. Therefore th 
financial position of the society is all, I hope the Council will thick 
that could be reasonably expected in the circumstances. I said thi 
on certain occasions, and this I thought was one of them, thereiss 
certain amount of sadness mingled with the pleasure which of coum 
Iam enjoying. The sadness I feel arises from the fact that I mut 
give up the work. I do so under advice which I cannot resist ; sal 
at my time of life it is quite intelligible that that advice I ought ad 
to neglect. We have come to the parting of the ways, and I mut 
deliver up my charge to someone else, who I trust will be found y 
the Council willing to undertake it, and to whom I shall alway 
while I remain a member of the Council, give every assistan# 
in my power. Now, Sir, before I sit down, I must avail myself d 
this opportunity of thanking Mr. WILLIAMSON and all the mombet 
of the staff, with whom I have come into very frequent contact, fa 
the very kind assistance and support tLey have always given msi 
connection with any matter with which I have had to deal daring the 
time I have occupied the position of chairman of the Finance 
mittee. Nothivg could have been more satisfactory than the condut 
of those gentlemen from the highest to tha lowest, and so far ss! 
have been able to form an opinion on the subject, nothing could 
have been greater than the zeal which they have shewn in thelt 
respective departments. Now, Sir, having said that, I will only add 
that I thank the Council most sincerely for the kindness they hav 
shewn me to-day. 







































The death is announced of Mr. Alexander Morrison, of Edinburgh, whe 
was, with one exception, the oldest member of the Society of Solicitors ® 
the Supreme Courts. Mr. Morrison was in his seventy-ninth year, ald 





had one of the most extensive legal practices in Edinburgh. 
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REVIEWS. 
THE ENGLISH REPORTS, 


Taz EncLisH Reports, Vous. 19 AnD 20: Privy Councit 8, 9, con- 
TAINING Moork, INDIAN APPEALS, Vous. 6 To 14. William Green 


& Sons, Edinburgh ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

We have to chronicle the conquers in three volumes of the 
reports contained in the fourteen volumes of Moore’s Indian Appeals. 
Next, we suppose, will follow the series of Chancery reports, which 
will be of the greatest value to practitioners, as giving within a 
comparatively small compass the whole of the cases contained in 
yolumes which are sufficient to fill one side of a large room. We 
hope that the two volumes of the Eq. Cas. Abr. will form part of the 
series, for although that work, being arranged under headings, does 
not strictly come within the heading of reports, as understood in 
modern times, and, strange to say, is anonymous, it is frequently 
referred to, and gives the purport of decisions nowhere else to be 


found. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


Accidents to Workmen: being a Treatise on the Employer's Lia- 
bility Act, Lord Campbell’s Acts, the Workmen’s Compensation 
Acts, and Matters Relating Thereto. Second Edition. By R. M. 
Mrnron-SEnHOvSE, Barrister-at-Law. (First Edition by MInTON- 
SznHOUSE and Emery.) Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
LAND TRANSFER. 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—On the 4th inst. the First Lord of the Treasury, in answer 
toa question put by Mr. Butcher, stated that the Lord Chancellor 
had decided that no useful purpose would be served by an indepen- 
dent inquiry into the working in London duriog the past four years 
of the system of compulsory registration of title to land under the 
Land Trausfer Act, 1897. A strong protest should, I think, be entered 
against this decision. 

The Act was passed as a compromise, one of the terms of com- 
promise being that the system of compulsory registration should be 
tried as an experiment in one county only for three years. Mr. 
Brickdale, the registrar, who is credited with having drafted the 
Act, explains in his work that the intention was that the experiment 
of making registration compulsory should have a trial of at least 
three years in the county first selected. 

It is admitted that the new system does ia fact add to the expense, 
delay, and trouble on the sale or mortgage of property. The 
suggestions made that the benefits of the system would be found 
in the future are now more and more recognized by $ as purely 





purchasers’ solicitors, and to avoid delay in completion, has given 
bis undertaking to pay the duty as assessed. He is informed from 
Somerset House that succession duty is not payable, but that further 
estate duty is. On a corrective affidavit, form C. 1, the duty has been 
assessed by adding the proceeds of sale to the te amount 
already paid upon, and after deducting the estate duty and interest 
previously paid, charging the difference ; in other words, 6 per cent. 
on £1,500—£90. Obviously estate duty is payable, but it does not 
seem quite so clear as to whether the advowson has properly been 
aggregated with A.’s estate. 

Suppose, as might very well happen, the advowson had not been 
sold till 100 years hence, ought it then still to be considered as part 
of A.’s estate, and so on ad infinitum, no matter through how many 
hands it had passed? Should not a case such as this rather be con- 
sidered as an estate by itself? Then in, assuming that duty 
might have been paid on an estimated value on A.’s death, leaving 
the estate to pay more or to claim a return, as the case might be, on 
a sale taking place, has B. any claim against A.’s executors or 
residuary legatee in of the duty which he now has to Pay, 
and which would otherwise have been paid out of the estate? 
finally, without to the question as to whether A.’s estate has 
been distributed or not, should not A.’s executors or residuary 
legatee be the accountable parties, and not B ? J. B. W. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


GENERAL RULE UNDER Fg COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) 
» 1890. 

The following Draft Rule is published pursuant to the Rules 

Publication Act :— : : 

The powers given to the Registrar in Companies (Winding-up) by 

Rule 1 of the Companies (Windiog-up) Rules, August, 1892, are 

hereby extended s0 as to epply to any action in which the chamber 

proceedings are by any Rules of the Supreme Court or otherwise, 

directed to be dealt with by the said Registrar. 

Copies may be obtained on application at the Lord Chancellor’s 

Office, House of Lords. 

July 2, 1902. 
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52 | Dee. 11, 1901 





Accumulator Syndicate Company 











visionary ; indeed, I have no hesitation in asserting that under the (Limited ) 
et Pe an inquiry the whole case for the new red-tape system Bidason Railway and F, Thorn 3 | April 4, 1894 
would crumble to pieces, Mi imited) ‘oe . 
It is true that we are assured that the Government will give full ae : : 
—_ to the — _— provides eg — councils © Limite a Bracknell bates Bottle | 9 | April 15, 1896 
ore extending the operation of the Act outside the County of! ,\): ; 
ae a = impossible } a bo 4 face =. the —— Afrioe (Limited): C. W. Cornmell 17 | Deo. 20, 1897 
ence available to prove the failure of the Act, the council of + ane 
sey other county will dream of adopting the system. If this is eating On (Limited) | Marshalls (Limited) | 49 | Oct. 30, 1901 
le case this result will follow, that one system of conveyancing eta 
will be in operation in the County of London and a different system Dante & Oo. (Linis ed) ae . Aug. 1, : boom 
papention over the rest of the kingdom—an obviously intolerable | 7.44 Wealth of Nations | Kast Wealth of | 29 April 13. 1899 
state of affairs. ate . . 
"ad - prMreme ® to < yw authorities a R ppraig aoe . * Co. (Limited) | (initea Co. 
ests of the public, their decision not to hold an inquiry ‘ Limi sai 
they will not do so, the public may be excused if it finds in this fact wegeld Go. (Limited) — os MoOulloch & | 25 | Jan. 11, 1899 
& significant confession of the failure of the ge - Sieitain Cmniten- Weate Beker & Kindersley | 6 April 3, 1895 
. . UBINSTEIN, bY : | F 
6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, July 9. Frank Ek (Limiter) L. J. Carnley and | 33 Oct. 25, 1899 
Others 
ESTATE DUTY—ADVOWSON. Glamorgan Central Per- | Company 1 | Jan. 21, 1893 
; TR manent Benefit Build: | 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] ing Society | 
Sir,—A. died in 1896 leaving property chargeable with estate | Globe Blocks Mining Co. | C. J. Fauvel and | 14 | June 2, 1897 
duty at the rate of 6 per cent. By his will he devised an advowson} (Limited) Others x 
to one of his sons (B.). A, had estimated the value of the advowson | Gold Reef of Western | G. E. D. Durnford | 13 | Jan. 11, 1897 
at £3,000, the amount he had paid for it some forty years previously, | Australia (Limited) 
and apparently—though the will contained no express direction to| Gray’s Golden Crown | North Fi: Reefs | 40 | Nov. 28, 1960 
that effect—intended all duties to be paid out of bis estate. The| (Limited) (Limi 
advowson was, however, not included in the amount upon which | Hampshire Brick and Tile | Seroombe & Co. 41 | Feb. 6, 1901 
duty was paid—obviously in view of section 15, sub-section 4, of the| Co. (Limited) 
ance Act, 1894, Hit or Miss Proprietary . Bennet and | 27 | Feb. 18, 1899 
ere 











B. has now sold the advowson for £1,500, and, as required by the 





Gold Mines (Limitsd) 
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rt Date of Order to 
Name of Company. Petitioner. 2 E _ toMy 
26 
Hull and Grimsby Circus | M.A.A. Beeversand | 31 | Aug. 30, 1899 
and Public Hall Co. Another 
Limited 
w H. ide (Limited) City of London | 38 | Nov. 14,1900 
Manufacturing Co. 
(Limited) 
Iberian Iron Ore Co. | Bullivant & Co. 34 | Jan. 24, 1900 
(Limited) 
Industrial Inventions De- | A. J. Hill and | 23 | Oct. 26, 1898 
velopment Co.(Limited) Acother ; 
Industrial Securities In- | E. A. Hamblyn 2 | April 26, 1893 
vestment Oo. (Limited) 
Joseph Bull, Sons, & Co. | W. T. Shaw & Co. 4 | July 19, 1894 
(Limited : ; J 
Kent Collieries Corpora- | Kent Coal Fields | 35 | Feb. 7, 1900 
tion (Limited) Syndicate and 
Liquidator 
Lancashire Finance Asso- | Colt Gun& Carriage | 45 | June 5, 1901 
ciation (Limited) Co. (Limited) 
Londonand County News- | L. Spackman & Son | 21 | Oct. 19, 1898 
paper Syndicate 
(Limited) . 
London and Paris Finance | Reservoir Hub and | 15 | Aug. 18, 1897 
and Exploration Co. Components Co. 
(Limited) (Limited) 
Menhanset Steamship Co. | Company 12 | Dec. 7, 1896 
(Limited and Reduced) 
Marlborough Hotels Co. | Hudson Bros. 39 | Nov. 14, 1900 
(Limited) 
National Light Railways | A. Oakley 36 | Mar, 21, 1900 
Construction Syndicate 
(Limited) 
NewCoventry Cross Cycle | Dunlop Pneumatic | 51 | Nov. 13, 1901 
Co. (Limited) Tyre Co, (Limited) 
Newman’s Exploration | A. H. Balfour and | 46! June 12, 1901 
Co. (Limited) Others . 
North Borneo Prospecting | William Peter Reina | 16 | Nov. 3, 1897 
and Cultivation Syndi- Newlands 
cate (Limited) , 
Otis Steel Co. (Limited) | Laura Relton 7 | July 10, 1895 
Pinysaking Consols| W. P. Swinburne 24 | Nov. 2, 1898 
(Limited) 
Pontypridd Improve-; P, J. Dann and 11 | Jaly 15, 1896 
ments Co. (Limited) | Others 
Public Works Construc- ; A. Bateman 47 | Jone 12, 1901 
tors (Limited) 
Pyramidical Syndicate |S. Butterworth & | 28 | Mar. 15, 1899 
(Limited) Sons 
River Plate Electric Light | Glyn, Mills, Currie, | 42 | April 17, 1901 
and Traction Co. & Co, 
(Limited 
Smelting __ Corporation | G. A. Watson & Co. | 43 | May 8, 1901 
Limi 
sosiete Vinicole de Tur- | Company and| 8 | Oct. 30, 1895 
quie (Limited) Others 
South Australian Petro- , J. Senior 18 | Feb. 16, 1898 
leum Fields (Limited) 
South Kent Water Co. James Oakes & Co. | 10 | May 21, 1896 
Starley Brothers and D. Russell 26 | Jan. 18, 1899 
Westwood Manufac- | 
turing Co. (Limited) 
Teify sod} Mining Co. M.H. Davies & Son | 22 | Oct. 26, 1898 
Limi 
Tssoeveal Exploring Co. Thomas Baines 20 | Aug. 12, 1898 
(Limited) 
Wheel Club (Limited) H. J. Grimwade 19 | Mar. 9, 1898 
Ystalyfera Iron and Tin | J. T. Newton 32 | Sept. 13, 1899 
Piste Co. (Limited) 6 











The date for hearing appeals from the Railway and Canal Commission 
Court has been altered from Tuesday, the 22nd inst., to Thursday, the 


24th inst, 


The following resolution has been passed unanimourly by the Middlesex 
and North London Sessions Bar mess: ‘‘ That this mess has great pleasure 
in congratulating, on the recent recognition by the King of his ae 
great services fo the county, Sir Ralph Littler, O.B., K.O., who, as chair- 
man of the quarter sessions of Middlesex, has ever maintained with the 
bar the most cordial relations of amity and good fellowship.” 














—— 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


LEVI v. ANGLO-CONTINENTAL GOLD REEFS OF RHODESIA (LIM), 
No. 1. 9th July. 


Practice — Turrp Parry — Oounterctam ny DerrenpANtT — Onan py 
Puamntirr ror Inpemnity py Torrp Party—Ricut or Prarnrirr 1 
Brive 1x Torrp Parry—Orp. 16, nr. 48. 


Ap from an order of Ridley, J., at chambers. The action was 
brought to recover £100 for director’s fees. The defendants, in addition 
to a defence on the merits, counterclaimed for £437 10s. in respect of 
calls upon 500 £1 shares held by the plaintiff in the defendant 
company. The plaintiff thereupon served a third-party notice on ong 
Taylor, under ord. 16, r. 48, upon the ground that Taylor had agreed 
to indemnify him against all loss or liability arising from calls on the 
shares and had agreed to provide the necessary moneys to pay the calls, 
Taylor entered an appearance, and upon a summons for directions the 
master held that there was no power in the plaintiff to serve a third-party 
notice on a counterclaim, and refused to give any directions. Ridley, J., 
held that there was jurisdiction in such a case to serve a third-par 
notice, and reversed the order of the master. The third party appeal 
contending that by virtue of the definition of “ plaintiff ’’ and “‘ defendant” 
in section 100 of the Judicature Act, 1873, and by virtue of ord. 16, rr, 
48-55, relating to yep tee J procedure, the right to serve a third- 
notice was limited te the defendant in the action, and did not extend toa 
plaintiff against whom a counterclaim was delivered. 
Tue Cover (Marnew and Oozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 
Their lordships held that, as a counterclaim was in the nature of an in. 
dependent action, in which the plaintiff stood in the position of a de. 
fendant, the plantiff could serve a esa | notice claiming indemnity 
Taylor. There was therefore jurisdiction to bringin Taylor asa 
third party at the instance of the plaintiff, and the particular case was one in 
which the court should exercise its discretion by allowing the plaintiff to 
bring him in.—CovunseEx, Llewelyn Davies and Denis 0’ Conor ; C. H. Swanton, 
Soxicrtorns, Spyer & Sons; A. E. Timbreil. 


[Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 
Re WOOD, WOOD v. WOOD. No, 2. 2nd J uly. 


Witt—Construction—Girt to Itiecrrmate Cxmpren sy Name—Girr 
to Next-or-Kr1n or CHILDREN. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. (reported 50 W. R. 
102). The testator, by his will, made in 1884, bequeathed legacies to his 
seven children, three of whom were born before his marriage with his 
wife, by name ; and he directed his trustees to stand possessed of the residue 
of his estate after the death of his wife upon trust in equal shares for such 
of his seven therein before named children as should be then living and 
should attain twenty-one. He also directed his trustees to retain the 
legacy and share of residue which any daughter might take under the 
will, — trust to pay the income to the daughter for life, and after her 
death, in case she'should leave a husband surviving, for her husband for life, it 
she should so appoint, and subject thereto in trust for her children as in 
the will mentioned ; and if there should be no child then in trust for the 
persons who at the death of the daughter would have become entitled t) 
such share under the statutes for the distribution of the personal estates 
of intestates in case she had died possessed thereof without having been 
married. One of the testator’s illegitimate daughters died afcer him and 
after his widow, having attained twenty-one, leaving a husband surviving 
her, but without having exercised in his power of appointment given to 
her by the will. She never had any issue. e question then arose whether 
her legacy and share of the residue devolved upon those persons who would 
have been her next-of-kin at the time of her death had she bees 
legitimate, or whether the legacy and share went to her personal representa: 
tive, or whether the legacy and share were to be divided among the 
persons who would be entitled on the footing of an intestacy of the 
testator. Kekewich, J., held that the legacy and share devolved upon 
the personal representative of the daughter. In his opinion, to let in the 
illegitimate relations under the gift to the persons who would have become 
entitled under the statute would be to take a step beyond any previously 

ided case. Such a step, his lordship thought, ought to be taken by 
the Court of Appeal or the House of Lords, not by a judge of first 
instance. The persons claiming as next-of-kin appealed. 

Tue Cover (VavcHan Wii11aMms, Romer, and Srreiinc, L JJ.) allowed 
the appeal, 

Vavucuan Wiiims, L.J., said that he agreed with Kekewich, J., that, 
if the appellants’ construction were adopted, the court would 
be making a distinct advance beyond any previous case. His learned 
brethren, however, took the view that the decision could not be supported, 
and although he felt a difficulty, he was not prepared to differ from them, 
especially as they would thereby be giving effect to that which he believed 
was the intentian of the testator—viz , that his children one and all should 
stand on the same footing. 

Romer, L.J.—This case is a curious one, bu think this appeal ought to 
succeed. It is clear upon this will that the testutor intended that some 
persons would and should be capable of taking under the gift over in the 
event of the eye dying without issue. ‘I'he question is, What persons 
were to take ? testator could not not have intended the _— to take 
under the statute treating the daughter as illogitimate, for in that case no 





one could have taken if she had no issue. I dcline to say that the testator 
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intended the gift over to have no meaning. Ifhe intended to treat the 
daughter as legitimate, has he shown what he intended by the gift over? His 
meaning is obvious. He has throughout the will shewn that all his children 
are to be treated as legitimate. In that way only can you give a meaning 
to the gift over. You are to ascertain the persons who are to take under 
the statute by treating all the children as legitimate. In my opinion 
effect can, and ought to be, given to the testator’s intention. 

Srratinc, L J.—I am of the same opivion. The testator has deecribed 
the seven children as his “‘ children,’’ and it follows that they are akin 
to him and to each other. The statute says that the personal estate of a 

rson who dies intestate is to be divided among his next-of-kin in 
equal degree. These are the persons who are indicated by the testator as 
the objects of his bounty in case his daughter should die without children. 
Are the illegitimate daughters to be treated as having no kindred? 
Plainly it was this view of the testator that persons could be found who 
would succeed to the daughter’s share. The illegitimate children are not 
to be treated as akin to no one, but asakin to each other and the other 
children.—Oovunset, Warrington, K.0 , and Chubb; Renshaw, K.C., and F. 
Thompson ; P. O. Lawrence, K.C , and Peterson. Soxtcrrors, Indermaur, 
Clark, § Parker ; Field, Roscoe, § Co. 

{Reported by J. L. Strruixa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re EARL OF HARROWBY. EARL OF HARROWBY v. RYDER. No. 2. 
4th July. 
Lecacy — Sunsequent ADVANCE — Part SarTisFaction — Presumprion— 
Oopvictu—Exrress Provision as TO OTHER ADVANCES—REBUTTING OF 
PRESUMPTION. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Cozens-Hardy, J. The facts 
were as follows: By his will, made in 1892, the late Earl of Harrowby 
bequeathed a sum of £10,000, together with a share of his residuary 
estate, to each of his sons, one of whom was the Hon. Edward A. D. Ryder. 
In May, 1893, Mr. Ryder was desirous of finding a sum of money for the 
purpose of purchasing a share in a business, and Lord Harrowby gave him 
£4,0L0 towards the tum required, together with £1,000 to furnish a house. 
In July, 1893, Mr. Ryder married, and by the settlement executed on the 
matriage he and Lord Harrowby jointly and severally covenanted with 
the trustees to pay to them £8,000 and interest within a year of the death 
of the survivor of the father and son, and there were certain other pro- 
visions respecting the son’s insuring his life and vesting the policy in the 
trustees, and other matters. By a subsequent codicil to his will Lord 
Harrowby, after reciting the provisions of his con’s marriage tettle- 
ment, declared that any sums which he might thereunder be called 
on to pay the trustees of the settlement should be taken pro tanto in 
discharge of the legacy bequeathed to his son by his will or any other 
benefit which the son might take thereunder, his intention being 


that any money he might be called on to pay should be taken in part 
discharge of the legacy. Lord Harrowby died in 1900, and this summons 
was taken out to determine the question whether the legacy was discharged 
to the extent of £5,000 by the payments of £4,000 and £1,000 which he 
made to Mr. Ryder in 1893, It was contended on Mr. Ryder's behalf that 
the presumption of law that the payments were a discharge pro tanto of 
the legacy was rebutted by the express provisions as to the liability under 


the mariiage settlement contained in the codicil, containing as it did no 
provisions respecting the £4,000 and £1,000. Cozens-Hardy, J., held that 
the payments discharged the legacy pro tanto. Mr. Ryder appealed. 

Tae Covert (VaveHaN Writams, Romer, and Sriruwe, [,JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Vavenan Wiitiams, L.J., after stating the facts, said: It is contended 
for the appellant that the express provisions in the cedicil as to the 
liability under the marriage settlement raise a presumption that the other 
payments are not to be taken in part discharge.. The fact that the codicil 
is £0 drawn is no doubt admiesible in evidence, and properly to be taken 
into consideration in determining whether the other advances were to be 
independent of the legacy. But apart from the codicil there can be no 
doubt that these advances would be presumed to be in part discharge of 
the legacy, and I have no wish to differ on such a point from the strong 
opinion of my learned brothers that the presumption ought not to be 
rebutted by the provisions in the codicil, even if my own opinion were 
different fiom theirs. There is not sufficient evidence of the testator’s 
intention to rebut the presumption, and the appeal must be dismi:sed. 

Romer, L.J.—I think the judgment of Cozens-Hardy, L.J., is quite 
right, and that the presumption of law is in no wise rebutted by the 
express provisions as to the settlement liability. The £5,000 and the sum 
for which the father was liable under the settlement are quite distinct 
sums, given at different times, and for different purposes, and I can see no 
legal connection between them. ‘To raise from the express provisions the 
inference that the father did not intend the £5,000 also to be brought into 
account would be mere speculation, into which I decline to enter. The 
settlement liability might bave been expressly referred to for other 
reasons quite consistent with a desire on the father’s part that the £5,000 
should be brought into account—ey., to provide — difficulties 
arising from the peculiar provisions of the settlement, or doubts as to there 
being a relation of surety and debtor between father and son in respect of 
the settlement moneys. Where the law raises a presumption such as this 
you cannot displace it merely by the existence of express provision as to 
another and a distinct sum. 

Srixtinc, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—Covunsat, 
eg ag and Howard Wright; F. Vaughan Hawkins, Soxscrrors, 

rrer ¢ 0. 


{Reported by H. W. Law, Eaq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


WOOLFE v. AUTOMATIC —— _— (LIM.). Kekewich, J. 
st July. 


Patent — AMENDMENT oF Spxcrrication — PrtiTion ror Revocation 
PRESENTED AFTER APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT Mapz—Parents, Desens, 
AND a Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 57), ss. 18 (10) 
and 19, 


Point of law. The plaintiff took out this summons for the deter nination 
of certain questions of law, the answer to which turned upon the true 
construction of sections 18 ard 19 of the Patents, Designs, and ‘Trade-Marks 
Act, 1883. The facts, so far as material, were as follows: the plaintiff was 
the registered owner of Letters Patent No. 12,160 of 1898 granted to him 
for an insertion of ‘‘ Improvements in apparatus for recei coin and 
dieplaying stereoscopic or other pictures or effects in exchange.’’ On the 
lst of Apri], 1901, the plaintiff made an application under section 
18 of the Act of 1883 for leave to amend his rt on. On the 
3rd of July the defendants ted a petition for the revocation of 
the patent, having obtained a fiat of the Attorney-General. On the 9th of 
August, the plaintiff’s application was heard before the comp‘roller, and 
on the 14th of August the latter granted leave to amend the specification 
in the manner desired. The defendants appeared at the hearing and took 
the point that as the petition for revocation kad been ese before the 
application for amendment had been carried through, rovisions of sub- 
eection 10 of section 18 applied to the case and rendered the application 
informal and null, and that such application ought to have been made under 
section 19 of the same Act under an order of the court giving 
leave to the patentee to apply, and that the comptroller had no jurisdic- 
tion to allow the amendment. On the 26th of September the plaintiff 
issued the writ in this action for infringement of his patent on the 
amended specification, and the defendants, by their defence to the state- 
ment of claim in the action, pleaded that the application and the leave to 
amend were witra vires and of no Section 18 of the Act of 1883 
provides that a patentee may seek leave to amend his aay ag by way 
of disclaimer, correction, or explanation, and prescri the formalities 
requisite prior to and upon such application and the effect of leave being 
given; and sub-section 10 is as follows: ‘‘The foregoing provisions 
of this section do not apply when and so long as any actions 
for infringement or other Toes proceeding in relation to a patent is 
Section 19 provides that “in an action for infringement of a 
patent or in a proceeding for revocation of a patent the court or a judge ”’ 
may (in effect) order that the patentee be at liberty to apply for 
leave to amend his specification by way of disclaimer, but gives no power 
to grant liberty to apply for leave to amend when the amendment is 
sought by way of correction or tion. The only questions to which 
ar; ent was directed were (in effect) as follows: (1) Was the decision 
of the Comptroller on the 14th of August effectual to authorize and enable 
the plaintiff to amend his specification? and (2) Did the presenta‘ion of 
the petition on the 3rd of July render the plaintiff unable during the 
pendency thereof to make any application at the Patent Uffice having for 
its object to obtain leave to amend his specification, save only such 
application as the court or a judge should, under the provisions of section 
19 of the Act of 1883, order that the plaintiff should be at liberty to 
make, and did it, save in respect of such an application so ordered, ~—— 
the comptroller of jurisdiction to hear and determine the application of the 
plaintiff? It was contended for the plaintiff that the word *‘ pending ’”’ 
meant pending at the time the application was first made, and that section 
19 had no relation to the case where a petition for revocation was presented 
subsequently to the “pp ication being made, and there were cited Singer 
v. Stassen (1 R. P. C 121), Farbenfabriken Vorm. Fr. Bayer § Co. v. Bawker 
(8 R. P. OC. 389), and Andrew v. Crossley Bros. (9 R. P. 0.165). For the 
defendants it was urged that an application for leave to amend was not 
merely the filing of one document but a continued process involving 
several stages: if during such process a legal action or petition was brought 
or presented the effect was that all further seneseiian under eection 
18 were suspended and section 19 became applicable : Re Deeley’s Patents 
(11 R. P.O. 72). 

Kexewrcn, J., said that unless he could find authority the other way, 
he did not think there was any reasonable doubt as to the construction of 
the sections in question. [Mis lordship read the sections and stated the 
points at issue. ] Though asa general principle it was not safe to construe an 
Act of Parliament by reference to @ priori considerations, yet it was 
necessary to look to what the intention of the Legislature was in framing a 
= statu'e. In the wy case it was obvious to everyone that 

gislature recognized that it would be a fair right to confer on 
a patentee to allow him to make those amendments in his rpéci- 
fication which through carelessness or ignorance or otherwise had 
been omitted—that it was fair that a man should be allowed 
to come and say that after he did not claim something or all 
that he had originally claimed, or that he had made a slip which needed 
correction, or that he had not properly explained something which 
required proper explanation, The Legislature recognized that to allow 
all this would be fair provided no other person was injured by it, but it 
would be obviously unfair to allow a patentee to do this when some rival 
inventor or claimant had presented a petition to revoke the grant origin- 
ally made to the patentee. So long as there was nothing of that kind no 
reason could be urged why honest alterations should not fairly 
be made, The Legislature went even further, and provided, by 
section 19, that even when proceedings had commenced the court might 
still upon fair terms in its discretion t leave to a patentee 


pending.”’ 


{ to apply by way of disclaimer, although not in that case by way of 
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correction or explanation. Such being the scheme of the Act, why should 
an tion, properly made in the first instance, be suspended by 
gs commenced at a later date? If the defendants were right 
their contention, then the very day before the comptroller gave his 
decision upon the application for amendment, and after all the preliminary 
steps under section 18, such as giving notice and advertising, had been 
taken with regard to the application, it would still be possible by 
presenting a pstition for revocation to stop all further proceedings at 
the last moment, and to nullify all that had been previously done ; 
that would be a monstrous construction to put upon the Act, and unless 
forced by authority he should decline to construe itin that way. If no 
proceeding was pending the application might be made, and there 
was nowhere to be found any provision that an application having been 
once duly made should nct be gone on with. It would be quite against the 
principle of the Act, and something very near an absurdity, if proceedings 
properly commenced should be stopped by something which occurred after 
their commencement. His lordship proceeded to review the authorities 
cited, and was of opinion that he was not concluded thereby. 
In Singer v. Stassen, Fry, L.J., thought as he did, but as the 
remarks of Fry, L.J., in that case were obiter dicta he should 
not rely upon them as an authority. In Re Deeley’s Patents 
it was true Chitty, J., said that proceedings before the comptroller under 
section 18 were suspended by the subsequent presentation of a petition, 
and gave leave to proceed under section 19, but the point was not argued 
before Chitty, J., or a definite opinion elicited from him on the point; the 
order was made on the hypothesis, and there was nothing to shew that in 
that case the mind of the learned judge was brought to bear upon the 
point in such a way as to constitute a judicial decision by him. His lord. 
ship held that the application could properly go on and be adjudicated 
upon, and that the comptroller had jurisdiction to decide upon it. Judg- 
ment for plaintiff.—Covnset, Zerrell, K.C., and A. J. Waiter ; J. Fletcher 
Moulton, K.O., and J. W. Gordon. Soutcrrors, Field, Roscoe, § Co. ; 
W. V. iH. Cobbett. 
[Reported by Atan C. Nessitt, Esq , Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re TWEED. BUCKMASTER v, MOSS. Farwell, J. 32d July. 
Wrui—Sprciric Lecacy—Hovsrenoitp Furniture aNp HovsgHotp Errxcts. 


The testator in this case was a manager of a branch of a bank. Under 
his agreement with the banking company he received a salary of £300 a 
year, and in consideration thereof gave not only his services but the use for 
the purposes of the bank of premises adjoining his own freehold resi- 
dence called ‘‘ Marshalls,’’ which premises were also part of hie free- 
hold. The clerks, &c., of the branch were employed and paid by the 
banking company. The testator had at one time been engaged in the wine 
trade, but had ine ceased to trade, and now had a stock of wine worth 
about £500, part of which was in a cellar under his private 
residence, and in a cellar under the bank premises, which was 
approached by a stair under the cashier’s seat. There was a door between 
the testator’s residence and the bank premises, and the testator used to 
come into the bank premises in the evening and fetch wine. There was 
also on the bank premises furniture, other than ordinary office furniture, 
belonging to the testator. In rear of the testator’s private residence was a 
conservatory built against the house, but not entered by a doorfrom the house. 
By his will the testator gave to the defendant Moss a house elsewhere, but 
not his residence or the bank premises, which he directed should be sold, 
and he also gave to her “‘ all my household furniture, p!ate, linen, china, 
printed booke, and other household effects in my house called Marshalls.”’ 
A summons was taken out by the executors, asking whether by this gift 
the following articles passed to the defendant Moss: (1) The wine in the 
cellar under Marshalls ; (2) the wine in the cellar under the bank premises ; 
(3) the furniture in the bank premises ; (4) the chandeliers and gas fittings 
in Marshalls and the bank premises ; (5) the plants in the greenhouse ; 
(6) a horse, carriages, a dog, a haystack, and other outdoor effects on the 
grounds of Marshalls ; (7) the testator’s wearing apparel, trunks, walking 
sticks, and other articles of personal use. 

Fanwatt, J., held that by the gift in question the wine in the cellar 
under Marshalls passed ; that, since the agreement above mentioned gave 
the banking company no interest in the bank premises, the wine in the 
cellar under them also passed: that private furniture, but not office 
furniture in the bank premises, passed; that, in view of the fact 
that the house was directed to be eold, it must not be stripped, and 
accordingly the chandeliers and gas fittings did not pass; that the 
greenhouze, being built against the house, was post of the house, and 
accordingly the plants in it passed ; that household effects did not include 
all on the premises which would have passed under a gift of the 
house, and accordingly the outdoor effects did not pass; that the wearing 

1, &c., did not pass.—Counser, Stokes ; Upjohn, K.O., and C. J. 
Mathew ; Jenkins, K.C., and P. Wheeler. Soxtcirrons, Pownall § Co. ; 
Wollacott & Moss. 


{Beported by Goprzzy BR. Bexsox, Eeq., Barrist:r-at-Law. | 
Re CHENOWETH. WARD +. DWELLEY. Farwell, J. 25th June. 


Gavetxisp—Descent—Partizitiry Amoxc Herrs Maty—Cortarerats— 
EXTENSION. 


Francis Chenoweth died on the 23rd of March, 1901. An originati 
summons was taken out to determine the construction of his will, an 
the court found that in the events that had happened Francie Chenoweth 
had died intestate as to his residuary real and personal estate. The 


pe 
usual inquiries were directed as to who was the heir-at-law and who were 
the heir or heirs according to the custom of gavelkind. At his death the 
testator held four freehold houses at Milton, near Gravesend, in the 
county of Kent. The presumption was that these houses were held by 





the tenure of gavelkind, and there was no evidence to rebut it. The 
testator left no lineal descendants, and no brothers or sisters op 
lineal descendants of them; his nearest collateral male relatives 
on the paternal side at the time of his death being two first 
cousins and three sons of a deceaged first cousin. The point to be 
decided was whether the rule, that land held according to the custom 
of gavelkind was ble among the nearest male heirs, extended to 
collaterals in all degrees, or to the issue of brothers and sisters only. 
Counsel for the heir-at-law argued that the custom did not extend beyond 
brothers and sisters and their issue. 

Farwet, J., held that the question was one of law and not of fact, in 
this respect differing from questions relating to ordinary manorial customs 
which had to be established by evidence. The tenure of gavelkind was, how. 
ever, part of the common law as to land in Kent. In £0 far as it was a question 
of law it was necessary, according to the usual practice of the courts, in the 
absence of direct decisions, to cite the opinions of learned writers 
on the law. His lordship found on consulting works such as Robinson 
on Gavelkind (3rd ed., at p. 117), Watkins on Descents, Ohitty on 
Descents, the Third Report of the Real Property Commissioners, and Mr, 
Elton’s book on the Tenures of Kent, that the opinion generolly 
held was in favour of the absolute generality of the rule as to partibility. 
As against this view there were only the opinion of two conveyancers 
given in the case of Gooding v. Gooding, a case which was settled but was 
discussed in Chitty on Descents, p. 183, and a statement made in Bacon's 
Abridgment under Descent. But even assuming that the question 
was one of fact and not of law, it was clear from Doe d. Mason v. Mason 
(3 Wilson 63) that asingle instance was sufficient to prove a custom 
of the sort, and such an instance was found in an unreported case of Cole 
v. Wade (Robinson on Gravelkind, 3rd ed., p 117), from which it appeared 
that second cousins once removed had been accepted as co-heirs in gavel- 
kind. The result was that he found as a question of fact what he 
had already found as a question of law, that the rule of partibility in 
gavelkind extended to collaterals to the remotest degree. — Counszi, 
H. Langford Lewis; Jenkins, K.0., and Greenwood; Upjohn, K.0., 
and J. Randall Stainer. So.tcrrors, Calkin, Lewis ¢ Stokes. 


[Reported by J. H. Davizs, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. |} 





High Court—Probate, &c., Division. 


In the Goods of ARTHUR DENNIS AUGUSTIN BURNS (PRESUMED 
DECEASED). Jeune, P. 7th July. 


Propate— Leave to Swear Dezaru. 


This was a motion for leave to swear the death of Mr. Dennis Burns, 
who was a gunner on board H.M.S8. Condor. The Rev. James Stephen 
Burns and the Rev. Michael John Burns, brothers of Mr. Burns, deposed 
to their belief in the death of their brother when the Condor foundered in 
December, 1901. The deceased was insured in the Prudential Assurance 
Co., and a certificate from the Admiralty had been obtained stating that 
Mr. Barns was on board at the time when the ship sailed. 

Jzune, P., gave leave to swear the death as having occurred in or since 
December, 1901.—Covunset, Le Bas. Soxtcrrors, Church, Rendell, § Co., for 
Pitts, Tucker, § Sons, Barnstaple. 

[Reported by Gwrnyz Hau, Esq., Barrister-at-L aw. | 


In the Goods of SARAH PAGE (DECEASED). 
PropaTE—ADMINISTRATION GRANT TO Executor or Survivor. 


This was a motion for a grant of administration to the estate of Sarah 
Page, with her will annexed, to James Page, and for leave to sweat her 
death. It appeared that Sarah Page was the mother of the applicant. 
On the 10th of December last Mrs. Page, who was in a very feebie state 
of health, was in her eightieth year. She was being attended by Hannah 
Hilton, the sister of the applicant in this motion, she being of a very robust 
nature and middle-aged. On Thursday, the 12th of December last, Mr. 
James Page was sent for by a neighbour, who informed him that his 
mother and sister had not been heard of since the preceding Tuesday. 
The house was found closed, and no answer could be obtained, and after 
an entry had been effected it was discovered that the two women were in 
one of the bedrooms lying dead in bed together and the room was full 
of gas. It was clear that both had been asphyxiated and the doctor who 
examined the bodies was of opinion that Hannah Hilton had survived Mrs. 
Page as it was found she had bled from the nose, which no doubt would 
have had a beneficial effect upon the sufferer and tend to prolong life. 
She was, moreover, much younger and more robust of heart. James Page 
was the sole surviving executor of the will of Hannah Hilton, and a con- 
_ to the court making the grant had been obtained from the universal 

egatee. 

Jzunz, P., granted administration cum testamento annexo to the daughter’s 
executor as prayed, and sllowed the death of the said Mrs. Hilton to be 
sworn on the 12th of December, she having presumably survived Mrs. 
Page.—CovunseL, Priestley. Sorscrrons, Roweliffes, Rawle, § Co. 

[Reported by Gwraxez Hart, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
BROWNE », FURTADO. Phillimore, J. 20th June. 


Istanp Revenve—Innanitep Hover Dutry—Scuoor Premises — Ex- 
EMPTION FROM Dutry—48 Gro. 3, c. 55, Scuepute B (2)—41 & 42 Vict. 
c, 15, 8. 13, suB-sECTION 2. 


Special case stated by the commissioners for the general purposes of 
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income tax and inhabited house duties for the division of Upper Pevensey, 
in the county of Sussex. The commissioners assessed the appellant, the 
Rev. E. L. Browne, at £750 for inhabited house duty in re t of a 
house, school buildings, and grounds situated in Eastbourne. e appel- 
lant contended that certain of the buildings which were included in the 
assessment should not have been so asseseed. The facts set out by the 
special case were as follows. The appellant is the owner and occupier of 
the property which is the subject of assessment, and carries on there 
a school at which boys are boarded, educated, and prepared for 
public schools. The part of the property which was admitted 
to have been correctly included in the assessment included the 
residence of the appellant, the residence of the assistant masters, and the 
dormitories and living rooms used by the boys. The portion of the pro- 
perty which the appellazt contended had been wrongly included in the 
assessment consisted of fives-courts, closets, changing-rooms, a play-room 
with a gymnasium over it, class-rooms, a carpenter’s shop with store- 
room above, and a chapel. No persons sleep in or over any of the above 
rooms. The buildings in dispute are separated from the rest of the school 
buildings by a wall, and the only means of internal communication 
between the buildings in dispute and the rest of the school buildings is by 
a doorway and door in the wall on the ground floor, which is reached by a 
roofed passage. The whole of the buildings included in the assessment 
are contained in the same enclosed grounds owned erd occupied by 
the appellant. On behalf of the appellant it was contended that the 
buildings in dispute, or some of them, were not liable to be included 
in the assessment to inhabited houses duty, because (1) they ought not 
to be valued with the dwelling-house or otherwise charged with inhabited 
house duty under any of the rules of Schedule B of 48 Geo 3,c 55; (2) 
they were entitled to exemption by virtue of section 13, sub-section 2, of 
41 & 42 Vict. c. 15, as being occupied solely for the purposes of the 
profession of schoolmaster by which the appellant sought a livelihood ; (3) 
they were capable of complete severance from the rest of the school 
buildings by closing the door in the wall referred to above, and were 
capable of being a distinct property or distinct subject of lease, and of 
being separately occupied and ued for the purposes of a school. The 
surveyor of taxes admitted that the buildings in dispute were not halls or 
offices within the meaning of rule 5 of Schedule B of 48 Geo 3, but he 
contended that the buildings in dispute were properly included in the 
assessment because, by reason of the internal communication which 
existed between the disputed buildiogs and the remainder, they formed a 
portion of a dwelling-house, and even apart from the internal com- 
munication, they fell within the description contained in rule 2, 
Schedule B, 48 Geo. 3, c, 55, and belonged to and were occupied 
with the dwelling-house, both being used for the common general 

urpose of the boarding school, and being in the same occupation. 

he following cases were cited: Re The British and Foreign Bible Society (1 
Tax. Oas. 13), Clifton College v. Tompson (44 W. R. 410; 1896,1Q. B. 
432), Charterhouse School v. Gayler (44 W. B. 410; 1896, 1 Q. B. 437), 
Grant v. Langston (1900, A. O. 383), Attorney-General v. Mutual Tontine 
Westminster Chambers Association (Limited) (24 W. R. 996, 1 Ex. D. 469), 
Young v. Douglas (1 Tax, Cas. 227), Smith v. Petrie (3 Tax. Cas. 155), 
Russell v. Coutts (1 Tax. Oas. 469), Corke v. Brims (1 Tax. Oas. 531), Clerk 
v. British Linen Co. (2 Tax. Cas. 95), Union Bank of Scotland v. Forster (4 
Tax. Oas. 385), Lambion v. Kerr (48 W. RB. 541 ; 1895, 2Q. B. 233). 

Putmore, J., held that, with the exception of the closets, passage, and 
the two changing-rooms, the contention of the appellant was right, The 
fact that there was internal communication between the different portions 
of the premises was not conclusive to shew that they were all one house. 
In order to decide whether such was the case one must look at the 
architectural and physical arrangement of the buildings, and the history 
of their construction. He, the learned judge, was of opinion that the 
premises were two buildings and not one house only, and, therefore, only 
that part which wae a dwelling-house was liable to be assessed for the 
payment of duty, Therefore, except as to those parts already referred to, 
the buildings were not an inhabited dwelling-house or part of an inhabited 
dwelling-house within the Acts under which inhabited house duty was 
payable. Judgment for appellant.—CounsreL, 7. G. Carver, K.O., and 
Llewelyn Davies; Sir E. Carson, 8.G., and S.A. T. Rowlatt, Soxscrrors, 
Solicitor of Inland Revenue ; Thorne § Welsford. 

[Reported by E. G. Srrtrweit, Esq., Barrister-at-Law ] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Re BUCKWELL & BERKELEY, Kekewich, J. 2nd July. 


Practice — Costs — Taxation — ‘* DisnurseMENT’? — Money Parp ro 
“Sxcurrry ror Costs Account’?—Soxicrrors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vicr. 
c. 73), 8. 87. 

This was a summons to review the taxation of a bill of costs taxed as 
between solicitor and client, objection having been taken by the solicitors, 
the applicants, to the disallowance of items of £5 and £8 respectively paid 
by them to the “security for costs account” in respect of discovery and 
interrogatories respectively under ord. 31, rr. 25, 26, and 27. The objec- 
tion taken was that the moneys in question had been paid by the solicitors 
out of their own pocket, and that they had not received anything from 
their clients and had not dharged an attendance for obtaining the 
money. The taxing-master’s answer to the objection in each case was 
that “This deposit cannot be allowed, as the solicitors can obtain the 
return of it; the costs of doing this are subsequently allowed.” The 
effect of disallowing these items was to reduce the bill on taxation by more 
than one-sixth. It was contended on behalf of the solicitors that it was 
& proper payment in the interests of their clients and a disbursement 


within the of section 37 of the Solicitors Act, 1843, and in su 
reference was to Re Remnant (11 Beav. 603) and Re Metcalfe (30 Beav. 
406). For the clients it was argued that the items were payments which a 
solicitor was under no liability to make, and should have appeared in a 
separate cash account and not ina bill of costs: Re Remnant (supra), Re 
Kingdon § Wilson (1902, 18 T. L. R. 588). 

Kexewrcn, J., in giving judgment, said that, speaking for himself and 
as a general rule, he had the greatest hesitation in differing from a taxing- 
master whose business it was to tax bills and who had them daily before 
him and would be much more likely than his lordship to understand 
the practice in such matters. In the present case, however, the taxing- 
master had given a reason for disallowing the items in question without 
giving any statement of the practice of the office with regard to such items. 

he had stated that it was usual to disallow such items, his lordship 
would have required further information upon the point and a certificate of 
the taxing-master, but this was not the present case; the only reason 
given was that the solicitors could get the money returned ; that was, in 
his lordship’s opinion, not a good reason. It might be difficult, it was 
true, to find a case quite a in which a eee that had been 
made but that could be r on application in a certain event should 
yet be allowed; but what was important was not that fact, but the 
character in which the solicitor made the payment, whether as solicitor or 
as general agent. His lordship referred to Re Remnant (supra), and 
approved of the distinction tnere drawn by Langdale, M.R, between 
acts done as solicitor and acts done as agent; as agent a solicitor 
sometimes did things generous even to folly, and payments made in 
that way could not be brought into a bill of costs; the a 
arose by virtue of the professional relation, not by virtue of nod 
fessional character, but if he acted as a solicitor the payments in 
the prudent course of his business were disbursements, and he saw no 
difference between £5 paid for discovery and sums paid to counsel or for 
office copies, stamps, &c., &c. ; they seemed to him to fall under the same 
rule: further, it would be extremely inconvenient if he were to hold with 
the taxing-master in the present case; if a solicitor was not bound to pay 
as solicitor the result would be that wnenever an affidavit of documents 
was applied for, a long delay would ensue, because of the non-liability of 
the solicitor to mf@&e the payment requisite for the purpose; in his 
opinion, where n , such payments were as necessary as any others 
which solicitors were called on to make ; the money, of course, could éome 
out of court upon the application of the client or the solicitor under 
rule 27 of order 31. The bill must go back to the taxing-master for 
revision, with the foregoing expression of his lordship’s opinion. His 
lordship, in the interests of the profession, gave leave to appeal.—OounseL, 
E. E. Humphreys ; E. W. Hansell. Soxrcrrors, Biggs, Roche, Sawyer, § Co. ; 
Cameron, Kemm, § Co. 

[Reported by Auay C, Nessrrr, Esq , Barrister-at-Law. | 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, on Wednesday, the 9th of 
July, Mr. Robert Cunliffe in the chair, the other directors present being 


Messrs. W. F. Blandy (Reading), H. Morten Cotton, Robert Ellett 
(Cirencester), W. H. Gray, J. R B. Gregory, Sir George H. Lewis, Messrs. 
W. A. Sharpe, F. W. Stone (Tunbridge Wells), R. 5S Taylor, and J.T. 
Scott (secretary). A sum of £640 was distrrbuted in grants of relief, 
twenty-four new members were admitted to the association, and other 
general business was transacted. ~ 


THE HARDWICKE SOCIETY. 


The annual dinner of the Hardwicke Society took place on Tuesday at 
the Hotel Cecil. Mr. J. F. W. Galbraith, the president, was in the chair, 
and among those present were Lord hten, Lord Hardwicke, Lord 

Lord Davey, Lord Robertson, Lord Justice Vaughan Williams, 
Mr. Justice Bartlett (of the Supreme Oourt of New York), Lord Justice 
Oozens- Hardy, Sir Andrew Scoble, Sir J. W. Bonser, Lord Justice Mathew, 
Mr. Justice Wills, Mr. Justice Kennedy, Mr. Justice Girouard, Mr. Justice 
Mason, Mr. Justice Barnes, Mr. ae Buckley, Mr. Justice Byrne, Mr. 
Justice Swinfen Eady, Sir Albert Roilit, M.P., and many other members of 
the bench and both branches of the profession. After the usual loyal toasts, 

Sir Charles Tupper gave that of ‘‘ The Houses of Parliament,” to which 
Lord Desart and the Attorney-General for Scotland ey 

Lord Robertson, in at Hardwicke ty,” said that it 
was hopeless to bring up a tribe of lawyers spoon-fed ; that the great 
thing was to cultivate the qualities of action, resource, thought; in fact, 
all the qualities which found success in other branches of life In the 
Herdwicke Society they got a specific subject to discuss iu politics or in 
literature, and he thougat that every one wao was worth his salt had found 
that if they were given a subject of that kind they were not contined 
to it, but their thoughts expanded into neighbouring subjects. Therefore 
in his advocacy of the Hardwicke Society, and other societies of which it 
was the type, he was in fuvour of the syatematized education of members 
S the — in those subjects of interest which made for the development 
of men ; 
The President, in responding to the toast, said that they had h to 
entertain, in addition to the other distinguished me all the 
Premiers at present in this couutry. They had ted their invita- 





tion, but at the eleventh hour the society was deprived, by an overriding 
Royal command, of some of the guests who het hed hoped to welcome 
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that evening. He reminded the company that they had among them both 
and present members of the society. Some had long since 
eft the arena of academic debate, and were glad to meet there to 
recall old friendships and, it might be, realized ambitions, to freshen and 
to quicken memory, the only source of perpetual youth. There were 
others before whom the future, with what of success or failure it might 
contain, yet lay on the knees of the gods. Tonone of these did the society 
need any justification. They welcomed their guests out of their soul, and 
he thanked all on behalf of the eociety for the warmth with which they had 
received the toast. 

Mr. Don M. Dickinson, of the American bar, said he desired to voica the 
sincere and heartfelt sentiment of sympathetic joy of all the people of his 
country which had sought every avenue of expression to us from across the 
water in the certainty of the good recovery of the illustrious patient of 
Buckingham Palace, who as Prince and Kmg, like his great and noble 
mother, had already made for himself a warm place, not only in the 
breasts of all the peoples of his great Empire, but also in the hearts of the 
English-speaking people, more than ceventy millions of whom were citizens 
of the Republic of the United States, and who 4:d feel for us and rejoiced 
with us in our joys and sorrowed witk us in our griefs. This feeling hadina 
sensearisen within the last quarteror, say, halfacentury. Fromandincluding 
the time of the Jubilee, and later, the death of her Jate Majesty, down to 
the serious illness and happy convalescence of the King, it had been 
variously expressed ; but by none more truly, by none more satisfactorily 
to the people, or in more close touch with the hearts and the meaning of 
the people of the United States than by their own chief citizen, as close to 
the people as any President in the history of the Republic, the gallant, 
chilvalric, knightly gentleman, a true knight indeed, after the pattern of 
our own Sir Philip Sydney, without fear and without reproach—Theodore 
a a Mr. Dickinson concluded by proposing the toast of ‘‘ The 

Lord Macnaghten, in responding, said that when he was a young man, 
when briefs were few and hopes were scarce, he acked the advice of a 
fsiend. He was told: ‘‘If you feel very shy and very diffident, always 
remember that the judges are paid to listen to you.’? Sometimes, when he 
was sitting in tne House of Lords, he thought that that secret had got 
abroad. ihe 

Lord Justice Mathew, in proposing the toast of ‘‘The Bar,’’ alluded to 
the experience of himself and others connected with the society in its early 
atages as au incentive to perseverance on the part of junior members of 
the profession. He added that the repetition to which judges were subjected 
was not a great grievance, but in warm weather it became a little serious. 
The interruptions of the bench were the compliments which the judges 
paid to the bar, for they never interrupted a fool. It was an undoubted 
advantage that Parliament passed skeleton Acts for lawyers to fill up. 

Sir Edward Olarke replied to the toast. 

The final toast of ‘‘ Our Guests”? was proposed by the Common Serjeant, 
responded to by Lord Justice Cozens-Hardy. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Gerorce Reormatp Sits, solicitor, of Lincoln, has been 
appointed by the Chancellor of the Duchy: of. Lancaster to be Steward 
and Receiver of the Duchy in the Bail of Lincoln. 


Mr. J. W. Tuomrson, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Secretary 
to the Commissioners under the London Government Act, 1899, in the 
place of Mr. Olaud Schuster, resigned. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DIssoLvurTions, 


Marrusw Joun Biewirt, Francis Josat Reynoips, Jonn GresarD 
Hurst, Arcurmatp Harcrave Biewitr, and Marruew Outve Bizwirt, 
solicitors (Blewitt, Reynolds, & Co.), Birmingham and Coleshill, and at 
61, Oarey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, London. June 30. 

Ciement Waxpron and Ciement Ricuarps WALDRON, solicitors (Waldron 
& Son), Cardiff and Llandaff July 1. [ Gazette, July 4, 


GENERAL, 


At Guildford on Wednesday, upon the presentation of the honorary 
freedom of the borough to Mr. Ferdinand Smallpsice, who for upwards of 
a quarter of a century filled the office of town clerk, it was stated, says 
the Daily Mail, that 400 years ago exactly Thomas Smallpeice was Mayor 
of Guildtord, and since then no fewer than thirteen other members of the 
family have filled the chair. 


A story is told, says the Central Law Journal, of an Illinois attorney who 
ed to the court one after another of a series of very weak points, none 

of which seemed to the court to have any merit, until the court finally said : 
** Mr. ——,, do you think there in anything in these points ?’’ to which the 
attorney answered: ‘‘ Well, judge, perhaps there isn’t much in any one of 
them alone, but I didn’t know but your honour would kind of bunch ’em,”’ 


The men of the Fijian Constabulary, who excited somuch admiration at 
the review of the Colonial troops, visited the Law Oourts on Thursday in 
last week. Their British confreres on duty at the Law Courts were, says 
the Daily Mail, a little startled when the brake conveying the dusky giants 
drew up. They drew back, and saluted as these s id beings stalked 
with the dignity of Lord Ohief Justices into the hall. Their bare feet 








beneath their short white petticoats fell with the lightness and the silence 
of a panther’s tread upon the flags. With an air of lofty wonder they 
marched through the building, peeping in at the Admiralty Court. Then 


they paid a vieit to the Lords of Appeal. They considered that though the 
style of the judges’ coiffure was the best they had seen in England they 
preferred their own. This, perhaps, is scarcely to be wondered at, as, to 
some extent, hair makes the man in Fiji. Originally black, their long 
hair is first bleached, then dyed, and finally frizzed till it stands holt 
upright from their heads for a foot or more. It is an awe-iaspiring 
sight. As the Fijians left the building they turned to gaze at it with 
reverence. Thesight of New Scotland-yard did not move them more. 


By Proclamation No. 14 of 1902 of the Transvaal, says the South African 
Law Journal, there is established at Pretoria a Court of Record to be called 
**The High Oourt of the Transvaal.’”’ It consists of so many members as 
the Governor may appoint, not being less than four, one of whom is the 
president and is known as the ‘‘ Judge President of the High Oourt of the 
Transvaal ’’; it may sit in more than one division at the same time. The 
court has jurisdiction in all matters, whether arising after or prior to the 
annexation of the Transvaal to his Majesty’s dominions, with certain 
specified reservations in respect of the administrator, the commander-in- 
chief, persons engaged in the suppression of hostilities, sentences of 
military courts and arrests under martial law. The proclamation also 
provides that the court shall not exercise jurisdiction in any matter 
prior to the Ist of September, 1900, unless the defendant: has 
been served with the process either personally in the Transvaal or 
in such other manner as the court may direct. The law of the 
colony is to be the Roman-Dutch law except so far as it is modified 
by legislative enactments. Right to appeal to the Privy Council is given, 
and the appealable value is fixed at £2,000. The first judges of the High 
Court are: The Hon. Sir James Rose Innes, K.C., K.O.M.G., late 
Attorney-General of the Oape Oolony, to be Judge President ; the Hon. 
William Henry Solomon, late Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of the 
Cape Colony, to be First Puisne Judge; Johannes Wilhelmus We:szle, 
Esq , barrister-at-law, to be Second Puisne Judge; and the Hon. Sir 
William James Smith, Kt., late Chief Justice of British Guiana, to be 
Third Paisne Judge. The personnel of the court is a very strong one. 
i date of opening of the court for public business was the 9th of May, 

902. 

At the Lewes Assizes on the 5th inst , before Mr. Justice Phillimore, 
Francis Herbert Pope, twenty-six, was tried on a charge under section 5, 
sub-section 1, of the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885. At the close 
of the case for the prosecution, and before the closing speeches of counsel, 
the prisoner desired, says the Times, to make an unsworn statement to the 
jury from the dock. Mr. Justice Phillimore said: Now that the prisoner 
is entitled to give evidence on his own behalf under the Criminal Evidence 
Act, 1898, is not his right to make a statement gone? Mr. Murphy, on 
behalf of the prisoner, pointed out that section 1, sub-section 3 (4), pro- 
vided that nothing in the Act should affect the provisions of section 18 of 
the Indictable Offences Act, 1848, or any right of the person charged to 
make a statement without being sworn. He pointed out that the proper 
time to make such a statement was before counsel’s address, accordiug to 
the practice laid down by Mr. Justice Stephen in Reg. v. Doherty (16 Oox 
O. O. 305, 1887). After some further discussion the learned judge allowed 
the prisoner to make his statement as desired. In the course of his 
summing up Mr. Justice Phillimore pointed out to the jury that sixty 
years ago prisoners were not entitled to have counsel to represent them, 
and made whatever statement they could to the jury on their own behalf. 
The law was then changed, and prisoners were allowed to retain counsel 
for their defence, and the learned judges at that time decided that the 
prisoners sti)] retained their right to make a statement to the jury. Since 
the passing of the Criminal Evidence Act, 1898, a prisoner could go into 
the witness-box and give evidence on his own behalf if he wished to do 
so. This further right, in his opinion, did not do away with the former 
a: and he therefore allowed the prisoner to make his statement 
and followed the practice laid down by Mr. Justice Stephen as to the time 
when it should be made. 








The Governor and Company of the Bank of land give notice that 
they are authorized by the Directors of the East Indian Railway Co. to 
receive applications for £1,500,000 £3 per Cent. New Debenture Stock at 
the price of £97 per cent. for each £100 of Stock. The list of applications 
will be closed on, or before, Tuesday, the 15th of July, 1902. 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Recistrans mm ATTENDANCE Ox 














Date. Emercency Appgan Courr Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rora. No. 2. Kexewiog. BygEns. 
Monday, July ........0... 14 Mr. Carrington Mr. King Mr. R. Mr, Pemberton 
Tuesday vee Beal Farmer .ios Jackson 
Jack: King BR. Leach Pemberton 
Pemberton Farmer Godfrey Jackson 
Godfrey King R. Leach Pemberton 
RB. Leach Farmer Godfrey Jackson 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
: FarwELL, Buck.ey. Joyor, Swinren Eapy. 
Monday, July 14 Mr. G Mr. W. Leach Mr. Beal Mr, Church 
Tuesday ...... Theed Carrington Greswell 
Greswell W. Leach Theed 
Church Theed Carriogton W. Leach 
Greswell W. Leach Beal Farmer 
Church Theed Carrington King 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 


SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


15.—Mr. Josera Kae ete nae nite. , and Wal 
7 Valaable Freehold Pro a capital Residence, 
parade, Brighton, near ot sea front New Palace Pier; let on e until 
Day, 1904, e £90 perannum. A pro! essional Residence, No. 12, Lower Clapton- 
Hackney, near Hackney Station ; _- at £50 per annum. .A Plot of Building Land, at 
the eorner of Blackhorze-lane and Forest-road, and a small 
quarter of an acre, also in Walthamstow, with a 
jane, now let yearly at £80. Solicitors, Me 
Allens, & Chapman, London. (See advertisement, this week, back page.) 
July 16.—Messrs, upset & Fuint, at the Mart, at 3:—Kent: Highly- Free- 
hold Estates, situate in the neighbourhood of Dover, Herne Bay, . 
feotedbanm and Faversham, embracing in the cus, Whitfield, an area of 1,000 acres. 
Dover: Archers Court, Parsonage, and Church Farms 842 acres, one mile 
from Kearnsey, three ‘from Dover. Herne Bay: Little ie neckigee Grove, 
property, well >, well timbered, comprising about 98 acres, two miles pe Heme aS 
two cottages at Broomfield. Sittingbourne: Freehold Ground-rents, secured 
in High-street, £26 per am with reversion to rack-rents in 1912, Fre 
Residence and acres, with bailding fronteges. Cottage and Pasture Land: 11 
acres at Milsted. Canterbury : a Farm, Hoath, 252 acres; alsc 44 acres 
grazing land in Gray’s Marshes. Freehuld Residence and Lands at Ickham, in all 
acres; also 22 acres grazing land, Wickham Marshes. Faversham 
Waterham Farms and 8, 185 acres.—8 M 
Jones, London. (See advertisement, July 5, p. 3 ) 
Joly 17.—Mesars. C. ©, & T, Moons, at the Mart, at 2:—South Hackney : Ragldenee, close 
to Victoria Park; let on lease at £65 per annum. Solicitor, A, Syrett, Esq 
—Iiford : Convenient Residences, 23. Richmond.road, Grosvenor-road ; let at 
£24 perannum, Solicitors, Messrs. Crawford & Chester, Lon London.—Mile End: Free- 
hold Corner House and Shop; let on repairing agreement at eed 5 gc. Solici- 
tors, Messrs. Emanue! & Simmonds, Po lie ee 3 Freehold Hy me nd, Wanstead 
£57 183, per =. Solicitor, W. W. Box, Esq., 
Forest Gate, and Plaistow: Freehold Been let at £57 4s. 
Four Houses (one with Shop), Tower Hamlets-road, Forest Gate ; yy rt ioe Ths 
ce, Plaistow ; lot at £2 100 Solicitors, G. 8. Hilleary, 
, London.—Walthamstow : Free- 


_ 10 and 11, eggs 
; M. Bender, . Esq ; . C.J. C. 
Bai ” Houses, 22 and 24, Golchestes-roed, let at ri per anbum, and 29, Addison-road, 


value £30 per annum. Solicitor, A. Syrett, Esq , Lon¢on.— Leyton : Freehold 
2 and 4, Downsell-road, let at £59 16s. per annum, and 8 Westdown-road, let at 
£33 16s. per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Mitchell & Maltinson, London, (See 


adveitisement, this week, p 3.) 

daly a ‘DEBENUAM, Tewson, Farmer, & Briveswarer, at the Mart, at 2:— 

rthwood, Hornsey-lane, Highgate : A choice and exceptionally important Freehold, 

Rocidoutial and Building Kstate of aa seven acres, in the best part of this 
favourite seaiee, 2 Ss a = minutes’ walk from Senn End Station. it es a8 
spacious, detached Family Residence. The pleasure grounds are of a most 
character, and adorned with handsome timber trees, and many specimen other 
flowering shrubs, offering a combination of residential ahve almost unique 
within so short a drive cf the Vity and West End; fron of about 300ft. to Hornsey- 
lane, and a second extensive frontage of about 730f6. to 
Solici .- > we Deacon, Gibson, Medcalf, & Marriott, London. (See advertise- 
meat, 

July 17. “Moai i . Fostzr & Cranriz.p, at the Mart, at 2:— 
REVERSIO: 


Toa Monty of a Trust Fund, vaiue £8,371; gentleman aged 63 and lady aged 60. 
Solicitors, Messrs Sweet & Son, Taunton, 
To a Moiety of a Trust Fund, value £30,000; lady aged 56. Solicitors, Messrs. 
T Tro-Afch of «Trust Pond, val £23,000 ; tleman aged 67 and lady aged 
‘0 ofa value gen 67 y 
Solicitors Messrs. Wadeson & Mal 
LEGACIES secured upon Freeholds in Norfolk of considerable value (see fu'l 
). So-icitors, Mesars pth Morris, & Stone, London. 

POLI 8 for £5,000, — £1,000, £500, 

SHARES, fe "Bolicitors, Messrs, Moon, Gi & Moon, London. 
(See te, this week, back page. 


RESULT OF is 
Messrs. C. C. & T. Moone sold, at the Mart, on Thursday last, Three Freehold 


Shops ia 
Lower Clapton-road and Downs-road, let on lease at rents amoun‘ to £210 annum, 
for £4,720, am average of 22} years’ purchase. sand ” 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette,—Fripay, July 4. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lumrrep 1x CHANCERY. 


Asuanti Frontizr Concessions, Limirzp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 30, 
to send their names and addresses, the particulars of thair debts or claims, to 
Walter Thomas Strong, 50. Fenchurch st 

BurraLo Rexr Gotp had Co, Liurrep (rx LiquipaTion)—Creditors are paint, on 
or before Aug 8, to send their names and addresses, and tue particulars of their debts 
or claims, to John George Mills, 18, Bishopgate st Within 

QuanceLLon, WALKER, & WALLIS, Lire (in Votunrary Liquipation)—Creditors are 
required, on or before July ™ to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Wm R Harrison, 21, Scale In. Hull 

Dex Estates, Limrrep —Petn for wincing up, presented Juse 30, directed to be heard on 
Ju'y 15 Nield, Victoria st, Liverpool, solor for petner Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternvon of July 14 

Dog Wortp Pustisuixe Co, ae —Petn for winding up, presented i July 4 directed to 
be heard on July 16. & Co, Victoria st, Westminster 
Retice “ appearing must re we the above-named not later than 6 60 relock int the after- 

oon of July 

Gascon SyxpicaTE, Lemme —-Gootiions tors are required, on or before Aug ne to send their 
bames and addresses, and the gavttenians of their debts or claims, to William T. 
Warriner, 89, Bigin avenue, W 

Gop Coast eel Exr.onations Co, ae ~Petn for winding up, presented 
July 2, directed to be heard on July 15 Marshall & Marshall, Bloomsbury sq, solors 
ay a ae se pppetting must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 

ternoon 

| amen CaRglaGE x Limitep (In » Jawpuparesn) — Creditors are req ft debts or or 

Aug 2, to send their names dresees, and the th eee their 
claims, to Walter Edgar Fowkes Temple courts, Temple row, Birmingham 
Birmio gham, solors for liquidator 

Joszpa Evaz & Co, Limrrzp—Ureditors are required, on or before July 31, to send their 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their CSO oF Geet, Mr J Paterson 
Bennett & Badd. ley, Hanley, solors for liquidator 
Matayax (Panana) i tend thelr bames Limrrep (IN Lictibamiox)—Greditors are re 


on or before Aug “© the particulars 
debts or claims, to John George Mills, 18, Bishopsgate st 
Park Bonz Wonks Co ge me ditors are required, on ‘a a ug 25, to send 
their names eases, and the particulars of thetr debte or claims, to John Edward 
Lees, 5, 8t Jamea’s sq, Msnchi 
umxsine Go 


nehester 
Goup Muxine Co, Limrep (iy Taquiparson)—Oneliiens are required, on or 


to send their names and addresses, and the particulara of their debts or 
tinims, to Soho Within 
oat tonnatticamams, taste eesinen,- Si are 


occ bole Sng eS 5 rot, HE}, - addresses, yy 
debts or claim: Lacey Dow. Irommonger lane. Ashurst & mae 
morton a’ ee eee book Bw yal “ 


W. HL Soesaeen MITED (1 ney gpa uired, es or before Aug 16, 
to send their n Sey addresses, and the particulars balars of ‘thet or claims, to 


3 
Frank Sbarp Abbott, 22, Booth st, fat vedg Slater & Co, er, solors to 
liquidator 


Unturep in CHANCERY. 


Apencagy ano Newenipcs Gas anp Wares Co (in Lenespouaen § OB IN COURSE OF 
seen Pagan arte a. ° or before Aug 19, to send their names 
addresses, and the —— debts or claims, to to ftvan Phillips, Chatemaa, 
Dolgwyddfa, Newbridge, 

Parstox Municipau Sennen Boor OE ee | required, on or before July 19, to 

r names pulbes ef Geely adbta ox calann, 60 to Mr 
William Miiner, 34, Guildhall st, Mags ‘orshaw & Parker, solors 


London Gazette.—Turspay, July 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwitzp 1x CHANCERY. 


Stpeee Aprizsy & Co, Lumrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are r cat < on or before 
S, to send their names and addres-es, and the particulars of th or claims, 
ohn Ernest Pritchard, 71, C row, Birmingham 
seme Fine Ceemicais SYNDIOATE, LimitEp—Creditors - Pet on or before July 
31, to send their names ases, with p their debts or claims, to 
Charles Lees Bragger, 48, Castle st, Liverpool 
Exa.isa ann CoLos1aL Propuce Co, Limitzp—Peta for wisding up, poate July 5, 
directed te be heard July 28. Stammers, Basinghall st, solors t> otice of 
4 Td must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock +h of 
Lapy "tec Gop Minzs, Limrtzp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 9 9, pont 
Btebbe, Bi ed wey hg Mayo & Sy eK the liquidator 
tol 76, Bish i yo ra) ior 
Norra Saieips Buitpers, Liurrep—Petn f ioe wlading 80, directed to 
be heard at the Court House, Westgate rd, Newcastle 
43, Saville st, b . Shields, solor to ths tner. Notice of appearing must reach 





the above-nam: than 6 o’clock in —- of July 16 
OgiENTAL O1L ASSOCIATION, = required, on or before Aug 31, to send 
their names and and th oulars of their debts or claims, to a 


Pranova Om Association Linea) —C 


patel, oe | or before Aug 31, to 
their names and addresses, 


and the pustioulans of their debts or claims, to 


HF Tarner 

Srraits A (Limirep) (1s Liquipation)—Creditors are gael, on or before Aug 
12, to send their names and Sa e particulars debts and claims, to 
William Antrobus Luning, Finsbury ong Blomfield st. Samuelson, Queen 
Victoria st, solor to liquidator 


UniversaL Trapeze Prorzection Association, la aa ¢ te required, on 
tiniune, to Oherles Bartlett Probert, $6 Gothaler eth 23 ome os 
e3 av 
W O Bmrrx Co, a are required, on or before A’ ite cent Sate 
snd addresses, a nd the particulars of debts or claims, + Ernest Edmon as, 70, 
Commercial rd, Portsmouth, Robioson, Tg h 5-3-3 








Warning to Intenpine House Purcuasers anp Lussexs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, even for a short occupation, it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary Arrangements independently Tested and 

Reported upon. For terms a ply to The Sanitary Engineering Oo. (H. 
Carter, C.E., a 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Established 
27 years. Tel Sanitation, London. Telephone: 316 West- 
minster.—[Apvr. 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, July 4. 
Atkinson, Joszru, Bradford, Plumber Aug 5 Mossman & Co, Bradford 


ug 
BICKLEY, SAMuEL, Walsall, Goal Dealer Augll Stanley & Jackson, Walsall 
Bosws11, Hensy Wuerxires, New Windsor, Stable Keeper Aug 13 J & 8 P Pope, 


Exeter 
Brook, essen Beran, New ian, Strand, Solicitor Aug 7 Venn & Woodcock, 
iborn 

Burweg, WABD, Enfield July 31 Rumney, Basinghall 

CHELL, Danrat, Newhall, Derby, Miser July 15 J& wo Drewr;, Burton on Trent 
Cuurcnu Ann, Catford Aug4 Smith & Burrell, Richmond 

Coox, ‘THoMmas, Margats mss oat Margate 

Currron, Marcus, Denmark Keatvey & Co, Old Jewry 

Davies, dunn Pelheii, Gaseen Licensed ictualler Sept 2 Richards & Sons, 


Dugegr, Bacon Harriseahead, Staffs . 15 Ra my Tunstall 

£pispury. Lawron, Liverpool, Chemist fangs Lloyd Liverpool 

Ess, Cuagces, sen, Lea, Derby July 31 Stone & acne Wirks worth 

Fane, Freperic, Ringwood, Hants July 3i Routh & Bloomsbury 

Ruceees, Dissaseee, Timsbury, Somerset Aug 31 = & Haynes, New sq, 
’s 


nm 
Genes, 1 saat | Samkanwen, Duke st, 8t James’ Aug2 Francis & Crookenden, New sq, 


Gresty, James, Manchester Sept 14 Diggles & Ogden, Manchester 
HALsTRAD, Rosert, Freckieton, a Ay 10 W &J Cooper, Preston 
Hanrwoop, Esenezen oaaee Boitoa Fielding & 

Haraway, ALBERT ding, Gorton A Augié Brain & Brain, Reading 


Heainea, Ronee, 7 » or Liverpool, Pawnbroker Aug 10 Oe & 
ver 
Hicer, By Axx, Biackpe ane Lawson & Co, Manchester 


Hosss, Joun SamvkEw , Dyer 15 ae 
HotmsTrom, CARL Say Fersn, Hale ig Howell Cai Aug 19 Bullock & Co, 


Hooxer, Gxozce, Bognor, Engineer fs 1 Staffurth & Staffarth, 
Hyman, Hannan, West ad Augill Colyer & Colyer, Clement —-* Strand 
JENKINS, JANE, Porthcaw! a aug lt woe & Tull, Gray’s ino eq 
|? Jouia, Chi Aug 15 ams & Gurney, Cheltenham 

Kine, Tuzorsi.us Jams, Glnsomna:oe ‘Seneed Juiy 25 Winterbotham & Sons, Stroud 
Lewis, CuaBLes Fxepexick, cde Essex, Mass, USA, Dentist Aug 16 Walls & 


Stallard, Old ~~ 4 
Lupton, Many Ann, Ro Augl Hindle & < Som, Liverpool 


Sep aes Sa rts 
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ater | Asuez Isaac, Abbey rd, St John’s Wood, Journalist 


me Mae Cuar.es, MD, poe og x 11 J& WJ Robinson, -_ > 
erchant Aug9 Morgan, Lee 


O’Hara, Peter Josrrs, Leeds, Provi 
PEancr, Joux, Southampton Aug 


Risawort, Tsraxv, Burley, Leeds, Builder Augi6é Ful 
Rosixsoy, ELLEN Marty R, Twick 


Sars, Save, Tudor grove, Hackney, Carman July 31 Rumney, Basinghall st 
SERGEANT. Many Simpson. Boston Aug4 Kearsey, G: Grims>y ngl 
Finch & Turner, Cannon st | Lev, Juuia Matitpa, Bdgbaston, Birmingham July 31 Jaques & Sons, Birmingham 

aie Epwasp Penrice, Newcastle upon Tyne Aug20 Dickinson & Co, Newcastle 


SurTH. Saran Lance, Sinclair rd, West Kensington Aug 1 
Sooxett, *vetiva, Tranmere, 
Aug l4 


TavyLer, WILLIAM, Gunnersbury Ruston & Co, Bre 


Tritt mn ae Anrruvr, Ealing, Stock Jobber Aug? Skiypar & Tucker, Warwick 


Waxnop, Joun, Liverpool, House Painter July 31 Clare & 

Wueatcrort, Sanau Axx, YF . 

Wrrsox, Frep, Dalton, nr Huddersfield, 

Woop, Fraxcis, Chislehurst, Builder Aug 15 Hussey 
coln’s inn 


Weicut, Frances, Wolverhampton Augil Fowler & Co, Wolverhampton 


8 ma AR Wit114m, Caerphiily,Glam Aug 
RicHARDSON, rey Ashborae, Derby J. 


London Gazette.—Turspay, July 


Avexanper, E.ten Cuanrotte, Southsea Aug5 Hobbs & Brutton, Portamouth 
irming »MA <Aug4 Beale & Co, Birmingham 


Avstis, Witt1am Henry, Bi 


Batty, Josern, Bishopstcke, Hants Acg 14 Paris & Co, Sou’ 
Bary, Witiiam Oaktey, Brighton Augié Simpson & Co, Gracechurch st 
Baxer, WiiiiaM @anpap, Brighton, Manufacturing Chemist Aug 11 Lidiard & Co, | 


Great James st, Bedford row 
Banrvow, Exias, 
BExERILL, Tromas Row ann, Willesden Augi5 Carr, Gt T 


Bovtt, Jaxz Shrewsbury July30 Jordan & Pickering, Btaifora 

Bowker. James Witspex, Chesterfield Augi5 Stanton & iy amy Chesterfield 
Master Mariner Augi Austio, Hull 

Davies, per 1p, Clsdach Vale, Glam, Innkeeper July 16 Millward, Pentre, Glam 

ug 4 Edgecombe & Vo, Southsea 

July 15 Barnes & Thomas, Brackley | | WanscHoony , ae Derma, 8t Peters, I of Thanet, Kent 


Coor. Davin, Kingston upon Hull, Master 


Ex.ior. Exnest, Southsea, MD A 


Gicasist, Sornta Mary y "Brackley, Northampton 


Goovz, Jamzs Henny, Birmingham July31 Jaqus & Sons, Birmingham 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette. —Tvxspay, July 1, | 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED akg RECEIVING | 
ORDER RESCINDED 


Hizscupenc, _——_ Jouax Gustave Rosset, Gt | 
8t Helens h Court Nec Ord Oct 14,1898 Adjud 
Dee 16, 1893 and Annul June 20 
London Gazette.—Fuipar, July 4, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Baxrre.p, Gzonct Henny, Seavington, St , Somerset’ 
Farmer Yeovil Pet April 4 Ord June 4 
Baras, Epuvxp Isuzewoep, 7 Commercial Traveller 
Leeds Pet June 30 Ord J 
Byazp, ——_ Bath, Hay Dealer Bath Pet June 30 
Jane 30 
Gums oun, Ke Leeds ee Manufacturer Leeds Pet 


ene , LD _, ae, Cycle Factor 
Poole Pet June9 Ord J 

Cuvckx, Wituiax, | Aeon Lichitect 
May 2 Ord July1 

ConxsTasTINE, JAMES, —_—— Commission Agent 

Pet June 30 Ord June 3) 

Curtez, Exxzst Jon» Water, and Samver Spencer 
Haywoop, Lowestoft, Contractors Gt Yarmouth Pet 
May 29 Ord June 30 

Dawes, James Antruce, Barrow in Furness, Soe 
Barrow in — Pi a owt és High 

Epccomse, James, ames’s > shal anager 
Court Pet July 2 or weg 

Evans, Gzozcr, Birmingham, Tobacconist Bi:mingham 
Pet Jaume 30 Ord June 3) 

Ganpau, Watex, Cottingham, Yorks, peaeeee Kingston 
upon Buil Pet July 2 Ord July 

Garex, Wiii14m, Tilstock, nr Whitehurch, Salop, Farmer 
Crewe Pei June 30 O:d June 30 

Grove, Wiitiam, seagate, Glam Swansea Pet June 


Ord Jane 30 
Ha.iert, Hexexy Gznazp, ae a. Battersea Wands- 
Haxzisox, Gzeorcs Tuomas, ~ Umbrella Maker 
Dewsbury 


Liverpool Pet 


worth Pet April 30 


Pet JunesO Ord June 30 
Hitt, Warez, Balifax, Waste Dealer "Halifax Pet June 
12 Ord July 22 
Hoxsocxs, Tuomas, Wigan, Smallware Dealer Wizan 
Pett July 1 Ord July 
Hvsearp, Hexzy, Gt Guimnsby Gt Grimsby Pet June 30 


Ord Jume 20 
Hust, Tuomas, Cawthorne, nr Barnsley Barnsley Pet 
Juve Und June 2 
Jowett, Joux Hexey, Bradford, Warehouseman Brad- 
fad PetJune20 Ord June 20 
Lewis, Evas, Maes a Moa, 
Newport, Mon Pet 2 
Lory, Vicroz ~¥ 1D, Withinetos, ar 
Manchester P 


tising 

McCutsocs, he Joux, Sa, Winchester at 
Court PetJuse 10 Ord J 

Mitiex, Geonce Hezvenr, “Cirenoesr, Grocer 
Pet Jane 20 Ord June 20 

Newewt, Eeszer Cuszies Beavier, Alderagate st, Ladics' 
| + ream High Court Pet June 30 Ord 

une 

Pances, W11114m, Blackheath, Grocer Dudley Pet July 

1 Ord July 1 


“Yeovil 


Barroey, AzTuve Hezvert, Cedars rd, Ciapham Common 
Waateworth Pet June Ord June 
Bavevens, Kare E, Sale, Chester, Miliner 


PeJdumei4 Ord Juce 0 


enham Aug4 Smith & Burrell, Richeneed 
came Joszra, Openshaw, Manchester July 26 Bichards & Hurst, Ashton under | Jonnson Ja, 


Chester, Tobacconist Auzié Reinhardt, Birkenhead 
Srvsss, Hesary, Piympton Aug 4 Stibbard & Co, Leadenhall st 


Hi Liverpool 
oe Maker Augé Stone nee ° 


Grocer Aug2 Ramaden & co Huddersfield Augi8 Radcliffe & Co, 
Paw ey, Grorce Joun Martin, Devonport Aug 20 Gard, Devonport 

Rapotyrrg, Many Jang, West Croydon Augi6é Allen & Son, Carlisle st, Soho 8q 
Rica, ie Gen Gzorce WuHITWoRTH } = a CB, Onslow sq, South Kensington Ang 


SayvwE.., Hensy | ee Cardiff, 


| Wresber 


| Hazzisox, 
Umb 


| Batley 
Hitt, Wavren, Halifax, Waste Dealer July 11 at 3 Off 
h wuball chentbea, Halifax 


| 96, T 
Lewis. Exoca, Wi 


Aug5 Marks, Bishopsgate | Gazzn 
Ham, Sear Hooss, 


upon Tyne 
Hureey, Wituam, Kings 


| Jonzs, Davip 


Birmi 


Aveustus Grimwapz, Great Horkealey, Essex, Florist Aug 26 
s, Colchester 


Bristol, Chartered 
Hassavu, Tuomas, Moseley, fron Founder July 28 Ji 
1 “be & Flower-Bllis, Gt Portland s Portland pl Hexversox, Tuomas, Newcastle upon Tyne, Under' 


Prx. Exiza, Gateley rd,Stockwell Aug4 Kingsbury & ‘Turner, wa 
ra & Warre bridge, 

| Tuivre, Emma, Yardley, patra nad Aug 81 a, 3 
Aston juzta Birmi m, Factor 


, Carma 
| Kenwortry, Faroence JosEPH, Handsworth, Foreign Agent Ju'y 31 Jajues & Sons, 


Aug 9 Perham & Sons, Bri ; 
ques & Sons, Birmingham - 
xr Sept 1 Brown, Newoast 


Devon Auz 6 mS 8 Son, Kingsbridge 
ogham 
Aug5 Robinson, Birmingham 
rthen, "Colliery Proprietor July 31 Owen, Swansea 


Accountant 


pon Tyne 
ntford Weauan, agg Lend Hulme, Manchester Aug27 Farrar & Co, Manchester 


Norman, Hersert Grorce 


& Ingpen, Stone bidgs, 
Bloxam & Co, Li 


Scorr, Tuomas, 


uthampton 





& Sons, 


| va JOSEPH, 
eld 


Eccles, Machinist Aug 22 Dendy & Paters wrk ~~ cre | Co, 8: 


Mors, Heyrterra, Downend, nr Bristol 


Engi 
Smiru, Sarag, ‘Smethwick Aug? Stirk 
SToEssEL, CuaRLEs FrepERicg Victor, hah, 


Aug5 Tucker & Co, New ct, Lincoln's inn 


Murr, ALFRED, her Eecnghten, Salford, a ga Aur 19 Hinde & Co, Mancheste 
Niven, Me ait Aug 8 Young & Sons, Ma ’ 


ENRY, Southwell fans, Booth Kensington, Barrister at Lay 
‘£088 


Crsven st, 


’s inn 
§ Pg & Horley, Oardiff 
y 81 Bamford & Co, Ashborne 
1 Bapand & Co, Halifax 
olverh: ampton 
Manchester, Agent Aug 12 Coop 


neer ey 8 81 


Tompson, Jou, jus, oeaela: Timber Merchant Augs Huntly & Co, Sunderland 


s,and Jane Waypswortnh Aug 2 Smithé 


WALKER, om Swansea July16 James & Thomas, 8 


| Wa EATLEY 
Huddersti 


New ct, Lincoln’s 








Baker Cardiff Pet | 


June 25 Ord June 2 


Stirr, Jous Witu1aAM Cradley. Worcester, Baker Stour- | 
bridge Pet June 30 Ord Juze 3) 
Strupp, Arroun Danist, Kettering, Northampton, | 


Engineer Northampton Pet ~_y on | July 1 

| Tac kK, Toomas Witiiam, Swansea, Victuatler 
Swansea Pet Junel9 Ord July 2 

Vesrsoz, AnTaur, Mark In, Merchant High Court Pet 


June 23 Pet July 
8t Columb, Cornwall, 


Wim Henry, 

Jewe July2 Ord July 2 

Wesstes, Antaur, Wakefield, C:mai:sion Agent Wake- 
field Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Wuirz, Simon Revsey, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet June 
30 June 3) : ( 

Wuirtuzap, Hazzy, Rochester, Licensed Victualler 

ochester Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Woop, Frepgezicx Epwis, Fordington, Dorchester, Black- 

smith Dorchester Pet June 30 Ord June 3) 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 24: 


Brezipensacu, Francis Weiter, Hove, Coal Merchant 
Brighton Pet Jane18 Ord Suse 29 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Bzproxp, Wiitiam, Leeds, Beerseller July llatll Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Buacka, James, Todmorden, Builder July 14 at 3 Off 
ston upon Hull, Draper's Assistant 


Ree, 14, Ch apel st, Preston 
Bovenz, Hosacz, 
ec, Trinity House ln, Auli 
Manufacturer’ July 11 at 12 


July llatll Off 

Cavyer, 81m >, Leeds, 
Off Ree, 22, Park row, 

Coox, Epmuns Pzance, Stourport, Coal Dealer July 11 at 
2.3) pencer Thurefield, Solicitor, Oxfsrd 
Kidderminster 

Daw. Atrezp, Mill Hill, Gasfitter July 11 at 3 95, | 
Temple chmbrs, Temple av 

DusspaLe, Tomas Ezzrsctos Covtrs, Hucknall Torkard, 
Notts, ter July ll at 12 Off Res, 4, Castie 
pl, Park st, Nottingham | 

Fitt. J H, Sutton, Buisder July liatl 24, Railway app, | 

. London —— 

LeTcoer, CxHagkLes, Ettingshall, 
‘ Geoers ef LN 1l Off Rec, winioee = a 
pees, Georce WILLIA mu, Kingston upon Hu! agonette 
Pro = July 11 at 11.80 Off Ric, Trinity House 
ln, 

Queen, Joux, Southport, be July 15at 12 Off Rec, 
36, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Hapianp, Joszru, Warriogton, rele me Pet Aug i 
at 10,45 Court House, Palmyra 

Harper, Taomas, Old Trafford. ur OL enchant July 11, 
at230 Off Kec, Byrom st, Mancheetse 

Gzorce Tuomas, Btaiccliffe, Dewsbury, 

rella Maker July liat3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, | 


nr Wolveshampton, 


c, | 


Hoccert, Feascius Witiian, 8t James st, Walthams‘ow, | 
Butcher Juiy 14 t12 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 
Joxzs, Natuan Jos, Lock ufacturer 
Jou ditigib at 11.90 Ott Ree, Wolverha wee | 
oxes, Wittiam Tuomas, rexham, Pitman 
July 16 at 1130 The Priory "Wrexham | 
Jowsrt, Joux Henny, Bradford, yo July 11 | 


31, Manor 10w, Bradfor 
by, Bulider July 11 at | 


July 11at3 Off Rec, | 
Butcher July 16 at 12,20 


at il Off Ree, 
K:iexiasp, CHaRues, epg hes 
2.20 Off tec, 47, Full st, gems 
Eisenham, Eesex 


Law, caus %, 


chmbre 
Bec, Wolverhampton 





— GarLtanp, Hudd 


CawEn, cain, ene, Blipper Manufacturer 


oe wa taf Ok orks, Labourer Kingston 


wansea 
| Wearinc, Euity Srusss, Sutton Coldfield Aug 30 ek & Deighton, Birmingham 
| Wetpoy, Curves, Kilburn July 29 Potter & Heath, 
| Weston, Mary Any, Daventry Augi2 WF & W ncaa vt Daventry 


Kiibura 
ersfield, Silk Mercer Augi2 Ramsden & (, 
Aug 20 Pemberton 


| Lirrix, Wittiam, Kidderminster, Biker July 11 at 216 
Mr + aaa Thursfield, Solicitor, Oxford st, Kidde. 
mias 


| Mackrety, Cuartes Arruvr, Forest hill July 14 at 12.9 


24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Maskew, ALBERT SiNncLaIR, Bi'ston, Staffs, Plumber July 
15 at 12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Monrzis, Wiiu1am, B: a, Carmarthen, Farmer July 1? 
atill 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Pzacock, Jim, Northallerton, Saddler July 14 at 11% 
Court ho Northallertoa 

Pizzis, RB, St uni’s ter, + Park July ila 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey at 

Rixawoop, Rosert James, Bloxham, Oxon, Butcher 
Ju'y llati2 1, 8t Aldate st, Oxford 

Rosesgts, Davin, Derby, Electrical Engineer July 11 stil 
Off Rec, 47, Full at, _— 

Soors. Jou, -~ >, July 11 at 3 1% 

xchange st, 

Suaw, Frepesics, Blackpool, atenainae July 11 at 2% 
Off Ree, 14, el st, Pres 

SMALzEs, TRUEMAN, ae July 14at 11.30 Court 
house, Ni 

Sowpen, Wiii14m, Kingston upon Hull, Insurance Agett 
July 11 at 11.89 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

8ru anes Jaume, Fleetwood, Lanes, Boot Dealer July il 
at3 ff Rec, 14, Chapel’ st, Preston 

TayLog pw wen Fo.tzr, Woolwich, Saddler July 14 st 
1180 24, Railway app, London Bri 

Tuxexton, James, Wiclenen, ~— July 12 af 
Grosvenor Hotel, Stramongate, Ken 

Tuor.tey, Henay Agraun, Long meat Derby, Saddler 
July itat3 Off Ree, 47 Full st, Derby 

Trueman, ALFRED Ke.sox, Lewisham, Theatrical Agent 
July i4 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs. y at 

Tvupor, Tons. Liverpool, Boot Dealer July 15 at 2 Of 

Victoria st, Liver; a 

Sean Hosgrt, Northwood, Draper July 14 at 8 95 

Temple chmbra, Temple av 


| Wessrer, , Aaravn Wakefield, Commission Agent Julyll 
atill 


Rec, 6, Bond ey Wakefield 
ne 6 2 Leeds, Tailor July il 
22, Park row, Leeds 
Wuirgueap, , tom Waieeoe Ambleside, Westmorlani, 
Grocer July 12at113) Grosvenor Hotel, Stramongate 


Woop, Faepexrick Epwiy. Dorchester, Blacksmith July ll 
at 1230 Off Rec, Endless st, Salisbury 


ADJUDICATION, 


Bannes, Wittiam, Mark In, Flour Impo.ter High Couwt 
Pet Juse2 Ord June 

Bares, Bpmunp hat Leeds, Commercial Travella 
Leeds Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Bowxes, Frep, Sheffield, Provision Dealer Sheffisld PA 
Juns4 Ord June 30 

Brane,. comet Bath, Hay Dealer Bath Pet June # 


Leeds Pa 


ag Brierfeld, _fomminicn Agent 
ret June 80 Ord June 
Caawsoay, Mape.ine Isaner ad Loviss, Bwic, 
reckaock Court Pet March10 Ord June # 
| Daviss, poees, @ . Builder Oldham Pet Juae 
une 
Dawes, James Aseavn, | Depew is Farn ss, ome 
Barrow in Furness “7 = Jaly 1 
| Bvans, Ricuagrp, Saabs Met 
chant Newtown Pet “Ord ‘une 80 
| Fou Lxes, Epwaxp, Colwyn tne $0 Builder Bangor Pe 
June 16 Ord July 1 


Wuirs, Simon Revaer, 
at 12 


June 30 
ConsTANTINE, 





July 12, 1902, ~ 
Goody & 
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am 


ng ham 
Newcastle 


8 inn 
anchester 
or at Lay 


8 
on Aug 


2 Cooper 


.derland 
Smith & 


m & Co, 
2m derton 


1 at 215 
, Kidder 


| at 12.90 
ber July 

July 2 
at 11.9 
uly 11 at 
Butcher 
y llatil 
(3 
1 at 2.0 
0 Court 
ce Agent 
July il 
uly 14 st 
2 af 
_ Saddler 
al Agent 
at 2 Off 
at 8 9%, 

July ll 
July il 


morlani, 
moagate, 


Jaly Ul 








‘Bargisoy, Tuomas, Staincliffe, Dewsbury 
= Maker Dewsbury Pet June 80 Ord 


June 
w= ¥r ROMA. Wigan, Printer Wigan Pet July 1 


cone 5, Bas, Gt Grimsby GtGrimsby Pet June 30 
Ord June 

Hunt, Tuomas. Cawthorne, nr Barnsley Barnsley Pet 
June 80 Ord June 30 

JowrTr. Jouy MEnry, Ley og Warehouseman Brad- 
ewiess Carn teen, atouthieg & 

1oTroR Davip, anchester, vert’ t 

Ptivcuer P4iuas) Giianse 

NewE.v, Exnest Cuaries Brapuey, Aldersgate st, Ladies’ 
one ceeeaens High Court Pet June 30 Ord 
Juse 

ARKES, Wit11aM, yj Stafford, Grocer Dudley 

, Pet July1 Ord Ji 


Ed, ALEXANDER, “Tiddlesbrough, ny Engineer 
Midalesbrough Pet June 30 Ord June 

Birsox, Josers, Park rd, Crouch -_ Poster Prin‘er 
High Court Pet May7 Ord June 20 

farrorD, ARTHUR Hersert, Cedars rd, Clapham Common 
Wandsworth Pet June 30 Ord June 80 

SavwetL, Henry Cuanues, Cardiff, Baker Cardiff Pet 
June 25 Ord June 25 

§exton, Tuomas, Barnsley, Insurance Agent Barnsley 
Pet Juae6 Ord Jane 30 

Snrr, Joun Wiii14m, Crad'ey, Worcester, Baker Stour- 
bridge Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Srorcess, James, Fleetwood, Lancs, Boot Dealer Preston 
Pet June 12 Ord June 25 

Tuomas, ARTHUR Duncan, Chandos st, Strand, Cinemato- 
graph Operator High Court P-t May7 Ord June 3% 

ee. Henry Anrnur, Long Eaton, Saddler Derby 
Pet May7 Ord June 30 

Wasser, Wittiam Henry, St 7a Cornwall, Jeweller 
Truro Pet July 2 Ord July 

Wesster, Anruur, Wakefield, Commission Agent Wake- 
field Pet Juve 30 Ord June 30 

Waite, Simon Revsen, Lteds, Tailor Leeds Pet June 30 
Ord June 30 


Wairenzap, Harry, Rochester, Licensed Victualler 
Rochester Pet June 80 Ord June 30 

Woop, Freperickx Epwiy, Fordington, Dorchester, Black- 
emith Dorchester Pet June 30 Ord Jane 30 


4mendei notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 6: 


Avauson, AnprEw Grorcr, Acton Brentford Pet June 
Ord June 3 


Lendon Gasette.—Tusspay, July 8. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Brxyert, James, Reading, Painter Reading Pet July 4 
Ord July 4 xf 


Botay, Joun Wetton, Old Pelton, Durham, Builde: 
Durham Pet July4 Ord July 4 
Bayax, Francis Harry, Derby, . Derby PetJuly 
56 Ord July 5 
Caswet, Herpert, — Grocer Middlesbrough 
Pet June 25 
Fisrcaer, Eviey, Southoes, Mineral Water Manufacturer 
ortsmouth Pet July8 Ord July 3 
Foosp, SterHen Ricuarp Biya, Leigh, Kent, Licensed 
Victualler Tunbridge Wells Pets July1 Ora J uly 1 
Goupstonz, Laurence any Old Broad st High 
Court PetJuneil Ord July 4 
Grrcony, Rionarp, Lower —— or Wigan, Grocer Wigan 
Pet July3 Ord July 8 
, WILLIAM NormineTon, Carleton, nr Skiptoa, Painter 
Bradford Pet July 6 Ord July 5 
Hosern, Witt1am Ricwarp, Barbiton, Builder Kingston, 
surrey Pet Vec9 Ord July 3 
ar Poe 1 Cromwell cres High Court Pet Apri! 
1a Juy4 
ore 5 8, tigi av, Maida Vale High Court Pet June 
donee, Morrsot, Qu Queen Victoria st High Court Pet 
une 
oa, Davip, Carat Laundry Proprietor Cardiff Pet 
June 10 Ord J 
Murps, Anrour Heo ~4 ‘Doston, Cycle Maker Boston Pet 
Jaly 3 Ord July 3 
Prox, Wituiam, aatengeen, Boot Dealer Northampton 
Vet May 29 Ord July 
Panxinctox, THomas ites, aah Chemist’s Assistant 
Bolton Pet July 3 Ord July 


Puurs, Harry Jonx, Gt conte, Sumy, Farm 
Maniger | Oroy Croydon Pet July 2 Ord Jul 
Powrr, Wittiam J, ~ yams Wine Dealer Coventry 


~~ Ora’ July 9 

paway. Ernest Jonny, serthamaten, Carrier North- 
ampton Pet July5 Ord July 5 

Rosey, Josern Vivian, ee. Jeweller’s Factor 

Pet July5 0; 

Sarrenzap. Arruur Bruton, Gt Geamaby, Painter Gt 
Grimsby Pet June4 Ord July 4 

Surevixcton, WaLTER Sipwey, Gt Portland at, Licensed 
VictuaRer rake Pet June4 Ord July 8 

Siuuons, Percy Jebn st. Mile End, Cab Proprietor 
High Cours Pet p en 18 Ord July 8 

mg pBy, Exeter, Baker Exeter Pet July 2 Ord 

v2 

Braysett, Wruiam Epwix Josera, Brighton Brighton 

ul y4 

Tow.e, Winuias Harrison, Amersham ré, New Cross, 
Schoolmaster Greenwich Pet July5 Ord July 5 

Thisrram, Isaac James Anruur, Sydevham, Tailor Green- 

ch Pet July2 Ord July 2 

Gronos, Kingston upon Hull, Builder 
Kingston upon Mull Pet Juse19 Ord July 3 

» Warr, ey st, Auctioneer High Court Pet 

y 

Warr, Gzorcs James, Wimbledon Kingston, Surrey 

Pet June 18 Ord July 4 




















Three purposes provided 


MERRYWEATHERS’ 


COMBINATION OF APPARATUS FOR 


FIRE PROTECTION, 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING, 


Experienced Engineers sent to Survey at Mansions, Estates, and Villages. 


and WATER SUPPLY. 


for at One Minimum Cost. 





MERRYWEATHERS’ PORTABLE 


««Chute’’ Fire Escapes, from 
Hydrant Systems, from - 


SPECIAL SPRINKLERS 





FOR INDOOR PROTECTION. 


‘London Brigade” Hand Fire Pump - 
(With which one person can attack a fire unaided, and by which three-fourths of 
the fires in London are put out every year.) 


Pressure Augmentors for High Buildings where 
service is at low pressure. 

FOR Lier 

Write for Pamphlets, post-free. 


MERRYWEATHERS,, 63, Long Acre, W.C.,. LONDON. 


FIRE APPARATUS 


£5 5 O 

- @ £5 0 0 

e - £30 0 0 
water 





SHAFTS. 








Woot, Saran, and Peter Woot, Lindale Hill, nr | 


Wakefield. Colliery Proprietors Wakefield Pet July 
8 Ord July 3 
Wrwn, Freperick Hersert, Massage, Cycle Dealer | 


York Pet July4 Ord July 


Ze.ieR, HENRY, me Pork Butcher Carlisle Pet July | 
4 Ord July 4 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 10 : 


Law, Wit.14m Joux, Elsenbam, Essex Hertford Pet Feb 
19 Ora June 14 


Amended notice substituted for that patned in 


the London Gazette of July 4 
Sarrorp, Anraur Henserr, Cedars rd, p AR Common. 
Retired Civil Servant Wandsworth Pet June 30 Ord 


June 30 
FIRST MBETINGS. 


Baxer, WILLIAM, how meg aang July 15 at 12.30 | 
Off Rec, 31 Alexandra rd, Sw: 


Bares, Epmunp IsHERWwoop, Leeds, Co Commercial Trave lier 
July 16 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Byarp, Josera, Bath.Hay Dealer July léatill45 Off 
Reo 26, Baldwin st. Bristol 

qomee' Bexsamiy, Cambridge July 15 at 12.30 Of 
Ree, 1, B-rridge st, Leicester 

Cox, BENJAMIN a. and Joszrn Cox, Dudley Port, 
Tipton, 5 July 16 at 11 Off Rec, Wolver- 

m “4 Sadley 


Dewey, WiLuaM, Uperen. Wilts, Carpenter July 16 at 
11.30 Off Kec, 26. Baldwin st, Bristol 

Epacome, James, St James’ 8q,Club Manager July 15 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Epuunps, Witu1am Howagp, Aston, Birmingham, Public 
house Manager July 16 at 11 174, Corporation st, 


I nny Pendleton, yg | Contractor July 
16 at 2,30 Off Reo, syrom st, Manchester 
Envy, J nam, § Cinderford, Gios, Clo hier J aly 15atll Off 


tion rd. Gloucester 
Foorp, * rene Ricuarp Brye, Kent, Licensed 
Victualler July 17 at2 The Angel Hotel, Toabndge 


Gommes, la Jottir gham, Yorks, Labourer July 15 
atll Off Reo, Trinit 


y House In, Hall 
Gunes, Oo ge gee Hilt, Builder July 16 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, 


Grant, Ropert, Forest Bill, Pieber July 15 at12 24, 
Railway app, London B 

Green, Groner, Ast’n, , Licensed Victualler 
July iSatli 174, + on at, Birmioghan 

Green, WiLLiaM, wy Whitchurch, Sslop, Farmer 
J 15 at230 Swaa Hotel, Whitchurch 

Grereory, Ricuarp, Lower Ince, nr Wigan, Grocer July 17 
at3 19, Bx st, Bolton 

onnecey Tuomas, lant, Onell Smallware Dealer July 15 at 

ff Reo, Byrom st, Manchester 

Hunt, Pit... a ne Barnsley July 15 at 10.15 | 
Off Rec, Regent st, Barnsley | 

Jounson, Tromas, West Hartle Mineral Water Manu- | 
facturer July 15at215 Of mee 

Jones, Wituiam Heyry, Aberdare, 
Dealer J 16at2 185, High "at. Merthyr 2 ryan 


Kenr, Caspems BE, Mincing In July 17 at 290 Bank- 


| Lywxz, Marcaret Ayn, Landscore, July 24 
| af 10.90 Off Ree, «s. Bedford hema, Paster 
Maatix, Wituiam Ercass, Yorks, Grocer 
| July 16 at 1220 ff Rec. Figtree lo, dhetfieid 
Miter, GzorcE LT ag 2 Bruton, Somerset, Grocer er 4 
15at123) Off Rec, Endless st, 
Newe tt, Eanest Craaies Bravery, ~~ Ladies’ 
ete Sees Jaly 15 at ll Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey 
— Tomas Moscrop, Bury, Herbalist July 1 at 
3.30 19, st, Bolton 


Pariurrs, Harry domx, Gt Sarrey, Farm 
Manager July 16 at 11.30 2, Hallway spp, ‘Loncon 
Sale, 
Off Rec. Byrom et, Man 


Milliner July 16 at 
chester 
Surrn, Sypxey, } gh eng Jaly 24at 10.30 Off Rec, 
13, Bedford circus, Exe’ 
| ae, Tr BO! Handawirih, Batiog house Kecpe 
uly 16 at 12 17 
| Traves. Tuomas Auraep, New Clee, Gt Grimsby, Baker 
July 15st1t Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 
Wa xen, Faepericx Brauwe11, , Barman J 
16 at12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sh Sheffield ” 
Warxixs, Epwarp Assert, Forest Hill, Greengrocer 
July 15 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Wart, James, Oxford at, en July 16 at 12 
Ban 


bidgs, Carey 8: 
Wesses, Le tignry St Columb, Cornwall, Jeweller 
<—s ati12 Off Kec, Boscawen st, Truro 
n, Freperick —— coe Oycle Dealer July 

“3 ‘at 12.15 Off Ree, Red House, Yeovil 

won a. @nuirritu, Neweastle on Tyne, Solicitor July 
15 Off Rec. 25, John pg 

Seam Re Carlisle, Pork Butcher July 1Sati12 Off 
Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 


Saunpers, Kate E, 
3.30 





ADJUDICATIONS. 


BatLarp, Epwargp Asracr, Ledbury, piing Contractor 
Worcestsr Pet June 16 Ord J 


ear 3” -Y Wa Reading, Painter Pet July 4 

uly 

Bo.am, Jonny Wxxrow, Old Pelton, Durham, Builder Dur- 
ham PetJuly4 Ord July 4 

Bowrck, Tomas mn Queen Victoria st, Company 
Promoter High Uourt Pet April19 Ord June 30 

Bryax, Francis Henry, Derby, Labourer Derby Pet 
July 5 Ord July 5 

Foorp, HEN RiceaRD Brxe, Leigh, Licensed Victualler 
Tun Wells Pet July1 Ord July! 

Ince, nr Wigan, Grocer Wigan 


Cys ot as 
Halifax, Waste Dealer Halifax Pet June 
Hrep, hy Se ey Rey : 5 Ged July 8 ar Skipton, Painter 
Se in High Court Pet June 


Lewis, Evan 
a ee 
Soule aneaRet Any, th 
Pet June Ord Ji 
Merve, Anrnur Hves, Dusten, Oyele Maker Boston Pet 
8 Ord July 3 





raptey bldg 


p as Pexw 
Leppoy, — Norfolk st, Strand, Financial Agent | Boltoa Pet J 
Puurs, Haney 
waniea, Uommercial Traveller | Croydon Pet J a dnd July 3 
| Suspx ARTEUR at + paar Painter, @t 
Pet July 4. Ora Jay 4 
Surru, Syoxey, Exeter, 
July 2 


July 15 at 2.30 
Laysnon, James Epwarp, 
July 15 at12 Off Reo, 31. Alexandra “ Swanres 
aaa Vieron Davin, 
Advertising Agent 
Manchester 


Withington, Manchester, 
Jaly160t3 Off r Reo, Byrom et, | 
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640 
Towtz, Wii114m Harnison, Amersham rd, New Cross, 
Greenwich PetJulv5 Ord July5 
, Swansea, Licensed Victualler 


Trick, Toomas Witt 
a, Winatix. theapetn, abeatiios Agent Contes 
n 
Pet April 21 Ord July 4 , pal 
Wooutts, Saran, ard Peren Woottix, Liodale Hil 
Wakefir > hy ye Proprietors Wakefield Pet aay 
Wenn, Sessensos Weasaee, Hersegs 
yxy, Freprrick ~ oy cle Dealer York 
PetJaly4 OrdJuly4- a4 
were Catlisle, Pork Butcher Carlisle Pet July 


Wu, Wriuiam, 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of May 27 : 
am, Joux Tomas Pexce.ty, otherwise H. R. Natuay. 
oa" = om, Buiider Edmonton Pet March 17 


Pots <. substituted for that eeeeans in the 
London Gazette of June 20 
Martix. Wiit1am Ercues, Conisborou h, Yorks, Dra; 
Sheffield Pet June 18 ‘Ord June 18 so anid 





Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soricrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher. at 27, Choncsry-lane. 


ST. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL, S.E., 


NEEDS HELP. 
J. @ WAINWRIGHT, 


Le Dain 





Treasurer. 





— Momging Clerk (unadmitted) 
Permanent or Temporary sae teas 
ion can settle costs from papers, pre 
ey oe pawe trials ; for ~ (at Mhis 
= — branch of country firm ; try, undertake 
m or in iries ° coun’ broad ; 
lettr, Srocxsripce, Blackburn House 4 
road, London, 8. W. Z 33 





Pa Bera hold- 
ay testimonials ; on and Sperinera Lax, 
care of Hatton & Son, 81, ‘Chenemp-tene, w.c, 


WV ARTED, coanaing Clerk, unadmitted 
preferred; must be ag 4 fae mg first 

class references required —Apply, ng age, gslitos- 

— and salary, to Gamartioace &2 & Jzwsox, Solicitors 








yf ADAME AUBERT’S GOVERNESS and 
iets AGENCY 1889). 129 and 141, 
W.— Resident, , and Visiting Gover- 

nesees, — | Professors and Te Répétitrices, 
epers (English and 


Chaperons, Companions, y Houseke 
F ) introduced for British Isles and Abroad; Schools 
ard we ery omes recommended. 


ae. Pe on the Second Floor 
centr situated Bank-buildin:; fi; 
—- Railway Station, a be Let; suit so’ niton axehitect 
Fer full sasticuloes apply ‘0 0B. Pas A othag de a 
ape "S cE x, Auctioneers, 
2, Clapham-park-road, : . 


4 ng SOLICITORS and ARCHITECTS,— 


-situated and Offices, over lesdi 
Actiomeer’ Of He. M. busy corner, facing Riche 

po bt —Mr. Pzrxixctor, 
Pat A.L. auctioneer, Richmond &tation. 


Oe City Offices to be Let, from £80 
to €40.—Szseize & Haves, Paternoster House. EC. 














GIOLACITORS, Mortgagees, Trustees, and 
Sage to cemgemg Kaden of wo span oh fod grog ~ me Properties 
p whines toe Town or Country 


A ~y an immediate pur- 
rig b pha mane 5 cate to — 43, Prrland- 


fae actual 8, Do commission a 
EDFORD SQUARE, BLOOMSBURY.— 





walk 
Law Courts and Lencoin’ tS 4 terms orm 
Jauus W. Coant, Auctioneer, 118, Southampton-row. e 


Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS~YN~DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merionethshire, 
Wales. 


For Gentlemen of the Upper 
Classes only. 


Shooting—19,000 acres. Fishing-—9 miles Salmon 
27 miles Trout. 





References — 
Dr. Gro. Savacs, 8, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 


Dr. D Tease, 84, Cavendish-square, London, 
For Prospectus, Terms, &c., apply to 
Dr. WALKER, J.P., 
Dinas Mawddwy. 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOME. 


RICEMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 


ne Same, > 2 = 
HOGG, EESs. &e., 
Medical Superintendent. 
INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 
eat Attendant : re my SEVESTRE, uA, 
inci . RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 


Camb.). a 
xe Inebriety. ence. Excellent 








; Le 
and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 


THE INEBRIATES ACTS. 1879-99, & PRIVATELY. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 
UNDER ENTIRELY NEW MANAGEMEN}. 

For the Treatment and Care of Gentlemen suffering from 
Inebriety and Abuse of Healthy employment and 
: Work try farm, gardening, cricket, 
tennis, billiards, &c. Nine acres of Grounds. Electric light 
throughout. Terms 1} to 2} Guineas weekly. No Extras. 

Apply to Resipext DICAL SUPERINTENDENT. 


N ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION, 
pe Baker-street Station. 
In connection with trains a = from all parts. 
Delizhtfal music all dav. ightful music = aed 
MADaME TU384UD'S ROUMANIAN BA 
Orchestral Performances, — Recita\s, Gumtstte, 


Portrait Models of 











The Right Hon. JOJEPH CH SeSL AIS, 
Lord KITCHENER. Lord MILNER. &c 
Lord METAUEN, General DELAREY, General BOTHA, 
the late Mr. CECIL BHODES, &e. 
Afternoon New gy and Buffet. a 
Teas. ces. 
Bear | guealines oy Comfort. 
Admission, 1*.; Children under 1 Extra Rooms, 64 


2, 61. 
MADAME TUSSAUDS ‘EXHIBITION. 


BRAND & CO.'S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 
Prepared from finest ENGLISH MEATS 
ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &e., 


Of ali ae as Grocers. 





BRAND & CO., LTD. ‘MAYFAIR, W.. & MAYPALb 
WORKS, VAUXHALL, LONDON. 8.W 





OOLOGICAL SOCIE?Y’ 8 GARDENS, 
a ay fig my 
Children aiways 61. Anning the resent additions isa Rocky 





BStPti4an —~ Sees Home of 


Mr 3.0. 51, 

Se tae Ween éeticle tts chem les. 
mirac 

Beserveé snd numbered Sa. amd %s.; ares, 2s.; best 

baloony im London, is. under 12 half-price, 


THE MOST NUTRITIOUS. 


EPPS S 


GRATEFUL—COMFORTING. 


COCOA 


BREAKFAST—SUPPER. 








: (LIMITED). rR 
LAW STATIONERS. 


PRINTERS. LITHOGRAPHERS. 


The Gompanies Acts, 1862-1900, 
Every requisite supplied under the above Acts, 


PROSPECTUSES, 
ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION, 


And ALL FORMS 
Printed at Shortest Notice. 


Share Certificates. 
Debenture Bonds, 
Company Seals, &ce, 


Companies’ Books Kept in Stock, 
191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.¢, 











Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE AND SON 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 





BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENTS 
To H.M. THE KING and H.M. THE QUEEN. 
Bobe Makers to the Lord Chancellor and Judges, 


ROBES FOR KING’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
COURT SUITS IN CLOTH AND VBLVET. 


Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerk, 
Clerks of the Peace, and Ooroners. 


CORPORATION AND UNIVERSITY GOWM. 
93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


AUTHORITY 








BY 





Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate ust. 


Suare CeRrivicaTeEs, DepenTuREs, &c., engraved and 
printed. Orviciat Szars designed and 


Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &., 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Berjeante’ Inn). 

Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 








NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE &. 
A Practical Handbook to the Companies Acts, 
By Faancis J. Gueen, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 


FALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


LiMiTED. 
PRINTERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


PaguiamEntary Bit1s, Mixures or Evivgnoz, Boos oF 
Reresence, Statements Ov Cuaim, Answers, &o., &0. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NEWSPAPERS, 
General and Commercial Work, 





and all 
Every description of Printing. 





Printers of THH SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
_ ant WHEKLY “REPORTER, 


NORWICH STREET, PETTER LARE, LONDUM, B.C. 
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